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916  . 26502 

917  _ 25435 

918  . - . . . - . 25436 

944  _ 24008 

951 . 26672 

953— . . . . 23720,  24354 

981 _ 25436 

1207 . . - .  26503 

1421 _ 24717 

1423 . 26503 

1464 . 24175 

1801 . 26257 

1807.- . 26257 

1808 . 26258 

1823 . 24517 


Proposed  Rules: 


29 .  26528 

51 _ 24013 

270 . 26042 

916  . . - .  24018 

917  . . .  24908,  25478 

921 _  26529,  26682 

922- . — .  25679 

923 . 23763 

929— . 24527 

967— . 25828,  26276 

989 . - .  26276 

999 . 24363 

1007 . 25828 

1030 . 25828 

1032-  . 25828 

1033-  _ 24193 

1040 _ 25828 

1046 . 25828 

1049  _ 25828 

1050  _ 25828 

1060  _ _  24738,  25828 

1061  . .25828 

1062  _ 25828 

1063  _  25828 

1064  _ 24019,  25828 

1065.. . 25828 

1068- . 25828 

1069  . 25828 

1070  . 25828 

1071  . 25828 

1073 . 25828 

1076 . 25828 

1078  _ 25828 

1079  . 25828 


772 _ 23839 

890 . 25433 

7  CFR 

20 _ 23839 

29 _ 24173 

52  _ 25799 

53  _  25581 

295 _ _ —  23719 

401 _ 25434 

412 _  24993,  26257 

510 . 24893 

724 _ 25199 

'  726 _ 24994 


1090 . 25828 

1094 _ 25828 

1096 _ 25828 

1097— _ 25828 

1098  _ 25828 

1099  _ 25680, 25828 

1102 _ 25828 

1104 _ 25828 

1106..  _ 25828 

1108 _ 25828 

1120 _ 25828 

1126..  . 25828 

1131  . 25682, 25828 

1132  . ..25828 


7  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules — Continued 


1137- . . . —  24908 

1138  _ 25828 

1139  _ 25828 

1464- . 25217 

1701 _ 23763,  23874,  24738,  25218 

1831 - - - .  24204 

9  CFR 

78 - 23721 

113 -  23721.23989 

151 _ 24176 

308 _ 25438 

331 _ 25202 

381 . —  25202,  25438 

Proposed  Rules: 

54 . 25829 

112 .  24203 

113— .  24203,  25598,  25599 

303 _ 25230 

10  CFR 

20 . 26679 

35 . 26679 

100 _  26526 

205 . 26680 

213 . . .  24718,  26681 

210 . 24517 

211— .  24176 

Proposed  Rules: 

71 . 23768 

73 . — — .  23768 

205  .  24541,  24919 

208- .  26279 

211 .  23895,  24365,  24919 

212- .  24742 

303_. . 25230,  26702 

309 . 25220,  26702 

11  CFR 

Ch.  I _ _ 23832 

Ch.  n_ .  23832,  25440 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  n _ 23833 

12  CFR 

201 .  23842 

217 . 24894 

265 . 25581 

339 . 25440 

523 . 26672 

544— . — .  25667 

545. .  25581,  25667,  25669 

563— . 25668,  25670 

701 . 25582,  26017 

706- . . -1. _  25583 

707 . 25583 

721 . 25582 

745 . 25582 

Proposed  Rules: 

7 .  23874 

204 . 25031 

206  _ 25031 

217 _ 25031 

220 _  23768 

226 _ 23896,  26571 

228 .  25603 

329 .  24918 
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12  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules — Continued 


644- .  23895 

545 . . 23896, 25030 

555 . 25030 

564 . 24755 

612 . 25474 

701 . .  24205,  24755 

13  CFR 

107 . 24354 

116 .  26259 

305 . 25801 

307 . 25441 

313 . . .  25671 

Proposed  Rules; 

121 . - . 25831 

117 . 25032 

121 . - .  23843,  24210 

14  CFR 

39 . . .  23721- 

23723,  23843,  23990,  24176-24178, 

24355,  24996,  25203,  25584,  25672, 

25673, 26017, 26018,  26503 

71 .  23724, 

23990,  24179-24181,  24355,  24518, 

24720,  24721,  24895,  24996,  24997, 


25203, 25204,  25441, 25585,  25673, 
26019-26022,  26504,  26673 


73 . .  25204,  25442,  26260 

75 .  23724,  25204,  25441,  25442,  26023 

93 .  26260 

97 .  23843,  24181,  24997,  26022 

103 .  26673 

121__*- . 25801 

216 .  23844 

222 . 25585 

227 . 24998 

228— . 26023 

288 . 23844,  24518 

377_„ . 24998 

Proposed  Rules: 

I  .  24664,  26043 

II  .  23897 

21 . 24664 

23 .  24664,  24802 

25 .  23764,  24664 

27 _ 24664,  24802 

29— . 24664,  24802 

39 _  23764, 

24363,  24364,  24914,  25027,  25479, 
16541-26542 

71 _  23765, 


23766,  24019,  24204,  24364,  24365, 
24914,  25027,  25028,  25218,  25480, 
25601,  25687,  26043-26045,  26277, 
26542-26543,  26684-26686 


73 .  25688,  28277 

'  75 .  24914 

91 .  24664,  26043 

93 _ 25028, 25219 

121 .  24664,  24802 

221 .  24740 


16  CFR 

13 .  23724, 

24895,  24999-25002,  25802-25805, 
25808, 25810,  26261 

14- .  23845 

1031 . . .  23845,  26023 

Proposed  Rules: 

3  . 25032 

4  . 25032 

437 _  23897 

440 .  26646 

444 .  25607 

447 .  24031,  24755 

502 . - _  26283 

1500 . 25480 

1512 . 25480 

17  CFR 

15 . 23994 

18  . 23994 

30 .  26504 

200  .  26506 

231 .  24896 

240 . —  25442 

250 .  26026 

257 . 26026 

271 . — . .  24896 

Proposed  Rules: 

210  . 26605 

211  . — .  25605 

231 _ 25230 

239  . 23770, 25230 

240  . 26494 

241  . 25230 

249 . 26230 

271- .  24756 

275 . 24756 

18  CFR 

1 . - . .  25003 

201  . 26506 

Proposed  Rules; 

2  .  24542,  25691,  26568 

3  . 26569 

3i . .  23768,  26702 

154 .  24031, 24542, 25691, 26568 

167 . 24542,  26691,  26568 

154 .  26831 

201 . 25831 

206 . 25831 

260 . 26569 

19  CFR 

1 . .  24356,  26026,  26027 

4 .  23845, 24618 

24- . 24518 

Proposed  Rules: 

4  .  24627 

12 .  26696 

141 .  23874 


15  CFR 

4 .  24721 

370  . — . 23990 

371  . 23991 

372- .  23991 

374 _ 29991 

379 . 23994 

385  . 23994 

386  .  23994 

Proposed  Rulbb: 

1202 .  23875 


20  CFR 

395 . 26673 

404 _  24367 

405—  24324,  24357,  25446,  25938,  26656 

416 .  23846 

Proposed  Rules: 

.  404- .  26532 

406 _ - _  23878, 

23974,  24529,  24530,  26635,  26640 


21  CFR 

Ch.  1 .  26027 

I  _  23996,  26262 

3 _ 26262 

II  .  23726 

31 .  26266 

37 . 26267 

102 _  26267 

121— _ 23996, 

23997,  36205,  25811,  26267-26269, 
26674 

123 _ 26027,  26675 

128c . 24162 

210 _ 26508 

430  _ 26270 

431  . —  26270 

436- . - . 26270 

442 . — . 26270 

510 . -  25448 

520 . . — . —  25812,  26273 

522— . - . 25812 

555 _ 26273 

558- . r _ 25812 

561 _ 26027 

630 _ -25813' 

701 _  25585,  26675 

1220- . 26508 

1308- . . . -  26675 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ 24909,  26682 

3— . 24909 

27 . j . .  26276 

121 . 26683 

130 . 26142 

310 _ 24328,  26142 

314 . .  26156,  26157,  26164 

320 . 26157,  26164 

700 _ 24328, 25218 

1020 _  24528,  24909,  25830,  26277 

1030 _ 23877 

1040 . -25830 

1308— . 24216 


23  CFR 

635 . —  - .  25585 

658- . . . 24519 

740— . . — -  25585 

Proposed  Rules: 

658 . 1 .  24532 


24  CFR 


82 . 23997,  26509 

203 . 24216 

207 _  23864 

275 _ 24818 

570 _  23864,  24692 

888 _  26509 

1909 . 23864 

1914 _  23725- 

23728,  23730,  23866-23872,  23977, 
23978,  25003,  25464,  25585,  25588, 
25590 

1915- _ 23979, 

23982,  24183,  24722,  25206,  25207, 
25467-25471 


1916 . 24521 

1920 _ 23864 

Proposed  Rules: 

35 .  26974 

867 _  24738 

1400 _ r _  26930 

1909 _ 25478 

1911 _ 25478 

1914  _  25478 

1915  _  25478 

1917 _ 26478 

1925 _  23878 
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25  CFR 

88 _ : . . 24183 

221  _  2667# 

256 _ 24184 

Proposed  Rules: 

431 _  26039 


33  CFR — Continued 
Proposed  Rules: 


82 _  25685 

117 _  24632,  25686 

175 _ 25026 

204 . - . - .  24183 

209 . 25493 


41  CFR — Continued 

101-30 . — .  25592 

101-43 . . . .  23856 

114-19_. . — .  25593 

Proposed  Rules: 

50-201 _  25219,  26045 


26  CFR 


I  _  23721.  23738,  24361,  26028 

9  . 25472 

10  _  25590 

II  _ 24002,24521 

17 .  26028 

301 _  23743 


34  CFR 

256 _  26031 

36  CFR 

7 . .  25004,  25590 

Proposed  Rules: 

7 . . . -  26528 

38  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 


Proposed  Rules: 

1..  24011,  24527,  25476,  25679,  26040 


49 _ 25478 

301 _  24011,  24527,  25478 

601 _ 25478 


27  CFR 

Proposed  Rxn,Es: 


178 _ - . —  25026 

181 _ 25026 

28  CFR 

0 . . . . i . -  24726 

29  CFR  t 

97 _  24346 

579  _  25792 

580  _  25792 

694 _  26030 

1602 _ 25188 

1905 _ 25449 

1910 _  23743, 23847, 24321 

1926 _  23847 

1952 _  24522.  24523, 25207, 25450 

1954 . 25450 

2550 _  24896 

2603 _  23847 

‘  Proposed  Rules: 

89 _ 25562 

522_L _ 24528 

570 _  24215,  24528 

1910 _  26045 

1952 _ _ —  24020 

2510 _ -  24642 

2520 _  24642 

2605 _  24206 

30  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

250  . 24193 

251  . 24193 

32  CFR 

1900 _ 24897 


Proposed  Rules: 


3- .  24920,  25691 

21__ . 25692 

39  CFR 

21  . 26510 

22  .  26510 

24  _ 26510 

25  .  26510 

31  . 26511 

32  . 26511 

54 .  26511 

61 _  26511 

62_ . -  26511 

111 . 24526 

222 _  26511 

259 _ 26511 

775 _  26511 

912 .  26511 

40  CFR 

51  . — . 25814 

52  _ 23743- 

23745,  23746,  23757,  24184,  24185, 
24523,  25004-25011,  25152,  26031, 
26274, 26676 

60 . . —  26677 

85- .  24186,  24350 

164 _  25815 

180 . .  24524,  25591,  25674,  26275 

418 _  26275 

423 _  23987 

429 _ 23824 

Proposed  Rules: 

33 . —  24534 

35 _ 24534 

52-  23766.  24534,  24726,  25029,  26278 

136- _ 24535 

162 _  26802 

171 _  26690 

180 _  24539,  25688 

230 _ 25494 

416 _  24918 

421 _ 24539 

429 _  23828 

450 _ 24020 


1—39 _  25597 

32A  CFR 
Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  VI— . 26174 

33  CFR 

1 _ 23743 

68 _  24897 

115 _  24898 

117  _  24898, 25004 

118  _  24898 

341 _ 25292 

401 _ 25813 


41  CFR 

1-1 . —  25674 

1-16 .  25674 

5A-1 _  25450 

5A-2 _  25450 

5A-7 _ 25011 

8-19 _ - _ 25451 

8-26 _ 25451 

8-30 _ 25451 

50-204 _ 25452 

101-11 . 25591 

101-21 _  23858 

101-25 _  23M6 

101-26 _  24361,  25012,  25592 


42  CFR 


32 _ _ _ 25815 

51a . . 24436 

Proposed  Rxn,Es: 

85a _ _ _ 26530 

43  CFR 

1780 . . 25453 

1784- . .  25453 

4110 . 25454 

4114 . - .  25454 

Public  Land  Orders: 

1074  (Revoked  In  part  by  PLO 

5503) _ _  25593 

5174  (amended  by  PLO  5501) _  25013 

5493  (corrected  and  amended  by 

PLO  5502)— _ 25593 

5499 _ _ —  25676 

5501  . — . 25013 

5502  _  25593 

5503  . .  25593 

Proposed  Rules: 

.  5400- . 24362 

5420 _ 24362 

5450 . -  24362 

45  CFR 

5 . 26512 

63— . — . -  24003 

86- . — . 24128 

123 _  26514 

130 _ 25013 

169 _  23857 

180 _ 25207 

185 . 25172 

233 _ - _ 25818 

248 _ 25818 

1303 _ 25013 

1460 . 25454 

E*roposed  Rules: 

81 _ 24148 

190 _ 23970 

201 _  25599 

213 . - . .  26684 


46  CFR 

10 _ 

331 _ 

146 . . 

283 _ 

531 . . 

536 _ - _ 

Proposed  Rxn.Es: 

20 . 

61 _ 

146- . 

193 . 

547 . 


23758 

24900 

25676 

25213 

24727 

24728 


. .  23764 

_ 23764 

24532,  25686 

_  25026 

_  24367 


47  CFR 


0 .  26521 

1 . _  24003,  25676,  26677 

2- .  24729,  24735,  26677 

15 _ 24524 

21 . .  24004,  26677 

73  23863 
' '"iisSir  2472^2473K'2^7.'^22 

74  . . 24901, 25022, 25457 
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47  CFR — Continued 


76- . - . 25022 

83 . 25456 

87 . 25214,  25461 

89- . . . . . —  26677 

91 . 24735 

94 _ _ _ _ — . —  26677 

97 . 24737,  26524 

Proposed  Rules: 

1  . 25689,  26543,  26557 

2  .  24754.  25601,  26702 

15 . 24742 

21 . r4021 

31 . 24743 

33 . 24743 

43 . — . .  24021 

68 _ 23879 

73 . 23767, 

23768,  24031,  24540,  24748-24743, 
26046,  26047,  26551,  26560-26561, 
26692,  26695,  26698 

83 . 26702 

87 .  26561 

89 _  25601 

91 _ 24754 

97 . . . -  26048 

49  CFR 

173 . 24902,  25024 

177  .  24903 

178  . 24904 


49  CFR — Continued 


192 . 24361 

671 .  24525,  25216,  25462,  25677 

577 . . - . 25463 

590 .  24904 

921- . - . —  23758 

1033 . 23872, 

24005,  24006,  24526,  24906,  25215 

1042 . . . 24906, 25024 

1102— _ 26032 

1104  _  26033 

1105  _ 26035 

1300-.- . 25678 

1303  _ _ — . —  26035 

1304  . 25678 

1306  _  25678,  26036 

1307  . . - _ _  25678 

1308  _ 25678 

1309  _ 25678 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  n. _ 24365 

170 _  26688 

171 _ 1-- .  26688 

172  _ 26687 

173  . 26687 

174  _ 26687 

175  . - _ _  26688 

176  _  26688 

177  _  26688 

178  _  26688 

179  _ _ — —  26688 


49  CFR — Continued 


Proposed  Rules — Continued 

180 . . .  26688 

181 _  26688 

182 _ _  26688 

183  _ 26688 

184  _  26688 

185  . 26688 

186- . .  26688 

187  . 26688 

188  _ _ — _  26683 

189  . 26688 

216 . 25688 

553 . 25480 

571 _  23897,  24204,  24915 

604  _ 25304 

605  _ 25309 

1056 _ 26704 

1106 . 25603 

1249 _ 25493 

50  CFR 

17 . . — . .  25217 

28 . .  24907,  25025,  26036 

32 _  25217,  25464 

91 _ 25826 

401— . 26677 

Proposed  Rxtles: 

17 . 25597 

20 _ 24527 

227 _  26043 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  PAGES  AND  DATES— JUNE 


Pages  I  Date 

23717-23834 _ _ —  June  2 

23835-23976 _ 3 

23977-24172  _ 4 

24173-24351 .  5 

24353-24516 _ 6 

24517-24716- . 9 

24717-24886 . 10 

24887-24992 .  11 

24993-25196- . 12 


Pages  •  Date 

25197-25427-— .  13 

25429-25578- .  16 

25579-25661— _ 17 

25663-25798- _ 18 

25799-26014- . 19 

26015-26251 . 20 

26253-26500 _ 23 

26501-26666  . 24 

26667-26978— . 25 
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reminders 

(The  Itenu  In  this  Ust  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Pboeral  Registee  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no 
legal  significance.  Since  this  ttst  Is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


Mots:  There  are  no  items  eligible  for  inclu¬ 
sion  in  the  list  of  Rxnxs  Ooinc  Iirro  Bffsct. 


Next  Week’s  Public  Hearings 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Wholesale  purchaser-resellers;  adjust¬ 
ments  to  base  period  use;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  on 

7-2-75 . 24919;  6-11-75 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Insurance  Administration — 
Rood  plain  management  criteria;  to 
be  held  in  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 
on  7-2-75 .  25479;  6-16-75 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard — 

Carriage  of  a  portable  tank  having  a 
gross  weight  of  55,000  pounds  or 
less;  to  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
on  7-1-75 .  24532;  6-9-75 


Next  Week’s  Meetings 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (closed), 

7-2-75.-:. .  24552;  6-9-75 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
(^rps  of  Engineers — 

U.S.  Army  Costal  Engineering  Re¬ 
search  Board;  to  be  held  in  Wal¬ 
tham,  Massachusetts  (open,  with 
restrictions)  6-30  through  7-2-75l 
25498;  6-16-75 
Department  of  the  Air  Force — 
Scientific  Advisory  Board;  to  be  held 
at  Artingtoa,  Virginia  (closed), 

7-2-75 . .'25498;  6-16-75 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Aoquisition  Advisory  Group;  to  be  held 
at  Arlington,  Virginia  (closed), 

7-1-75 _ 25498;  6-16-75 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

Panel  on  Review  of  Ear,  Nose,  and 
Throat  Devices,  to  be  held  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (partially  open),  6-30 

and  7-1-75 _  22569;  5-23-75 

Panel  on  Review  of  Hemorrhoidal 
Drugs,  to  be  held  in  Rockville,  Md. 
(partially  open),  6-30  and  7-1-75. 

22569;  5-23-75 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Health — 

National  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Council  Technical  Subcom¬ 
mittee;  to  be  held  in  San  Diego, 
Calif,  (open  with  restrictions),  6-^ 
and  7-1-75 .  24040;  6-4-75 


Office  of  the  Secretary — 

President's  Biomedical  Research 
Panel;  to  be  held  in  Washington, 
D.C.  (open  with  restrictions),  6-30 

and  7-1-75 .  20844;  5-13-75 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 
National  Park  Service — 

Golden  Gate  National  Recreation  Area 
Citizens'  Advisory  Commission;  to 
be  held  at  Mill  Valley.  California 
(open),  7-2-75  ...  25035;  6-12-75 
JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration — 

Committee  on  Prevention  of  Terroris¬ 
tic  Crimes  of  the  Private  Security 
Advisory  Council;  to  be  held  at 
Miami  Beach,  Rorida  (closed), 

6- 30  and  7-1-75 .  25033; 

6-12-75 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
ECONOMIC  OPPORTUNITY 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Economic 
Opportunity;  to  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (open),  6-30-75. 

25252;  6-13-75 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
HUMANITIES 

Planning  Office  Panel;  to  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (closed);  7-2  arnf 

7-3-75 .  24961;  6-11-75 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  HUMANITIES 

Architecture  &  Environmental  Arts  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel;  to  be  held  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (closed),  7-1  and  7-2-75. 

24575;  6-9-75 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards — 

Working  Group  on  Systems  Analysis  of 
Engineered  Safety  Features;  to  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  (closed), 

7- 1-75 .  25523;  6-16-75 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Advisory  Committee  on  Transnational 
Enterprises;  to  be  held  at  Washington, 

D.C.  (open),  6-30-75 .  25235; 

6-13-75 

National  Review  Board  for  the  Center  for 
Cultural  and  Technical  Interchange 
Between  East  and  West;  to  be  held  at 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  (open),  6-30-75. 

22274;  5-22-75 
VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Veterans  Administration  Wage  Com¬ 
mittee;  to  be  held  in  Washington, 

D.C.  (closed).  7-3-75 .  25525; 

6-16-75 


Next  Week's  Deadlines  for  Comments 
On  Proposed  Rules 


ACTION 

Suspei>sion  and  termination  and  denial 
of  requests  to  renew  sponsors’ 
agreements;  comments  by  6-30-75. 

23311;  5-29-75 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

Imports  of  walnuts;  certain  require¬ 
ments;  comments  by  6-30-75. 

24363;  6-6-75 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation — 

Grade  loan  rates  for  price  support  on 
1975  flue-cured  tobacco;  comments 

by  6-30-75 .  25217;  6-13-75 

Rural  Electrification  Administration — 
Electric  distribution  plant;  specifica¬ 
tions  for  substation  regulators; 
comments  by  7-2-75 .  23763; 

6-2-75 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

Financial  aid  program  procedures, 
fishery  for  American  lobster  in  the 
Gulf  of  Maine;  comments  by 

7-1-75 .  14778;  4-2-75 

Financial  aid  program  procedures; 
fishery  for  Salmon  in  Washington, 
Oregon  and  California;  comments 

by  7-1-75 . 14779;  4-2-75 

United  States  Travel  Service — 

Official  U.S.  Government  recognition 
of  and  participation  in  International 
Expositions  held  in  the  United 
States;  comments  by  7-3-75. 

23875;  6-3-75 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Air  quality  implementation  plans: 
California,  comments  by  7-1-75. 

20642;  5-12-75 
Compliance  schedules;  Iowa;  com¬ 
ments  by  7-2-75 .  23766; 

6-2-75 

Timber  products  processing  point 
source  category,  pretreatment 
standards  for  existing  sources; 
comments  by  7-2-75 .  23829; 

6-2-75 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Community  problems;  ascertainment 
by  broadcast  applicants;  comments 

by  6-30-75 .  22012;  5-20-75 

FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of  as¬ 
signments;  comments  by  7-2-75. 

18452;  4-28-75 
Revision  of  FCC  Form  303  applica¬ 
tions;  renewal  of  broadcast  station 
license;  comments  by  6-30-75. 

24541;  6-9-75 
First  published  at  ...  16967;  4-15-75 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

Implementation  of  Federal  Election 
Campaign  Act;  comments  by  7- 
1-75 . . 23833;  6-2-75 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System — 
Operations,  acquisition  of  office  build¬ 
ing,  comments  by  6-30-75. 

23321;  5-29-75 


X 


FEDEKAl  tEOtSTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  1 23— WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  25,  19Z5 


REMINDERS— Continued 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

Rate  schedules,  filing  of;  comments 

by  7-2-75 .  24031;  6-4-75 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Securities  of  member  state  banks; 
comments  by  6-30-75. 

25031;  6-12-75 
FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Discovery  and  compulsory  process 
in  adjudicative  proceedings;  separa¬ 
tion  of  functions  and  ex  parte 
communications;  comments  by 

6-30-75 .  25032;  6-12-75 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Social  Security  Administration — 
Federal  Health  Insurance  for  the  aged 
and  disabled;  comments  by  7- 

3-75 .  23974;  6-3-75 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

Sale  of  forest  products;  export  of 
timber  from  Federal  lands;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-30-75 .  24362; 

6- 6-75 

Pish  and  Wildlife  Service — 

Addition  of  Cibola  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Arizona,  California,  to  list 
of  areas  open  to  hunting  of  migra¬ 
tory  game  birds,  upland  game,  and 
big  game;  comments  by  7-6-75. 

25217;  6-13-75 
Marine  mammals:  hearing  on  pro¬ 
posed  regulation;  comments  by 

6-30-75 .  23307;  5-29-75 

Sea  turtles;  “threatened”  status; 
comments  by  7-3-75 .  21976; 

7- 3-75 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Information  available  to  the  public; 
fee  schedule;  comments  by  6- 

30-75 . 23478;  5-30-75 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration — 
Schedules  of  controlled  substances; 
Placement  of  drugs  on  Schedule  I; 
comments  by  7-1-75  .  23306; 

5-29-75 

Parole  Board — 

Parole,  release,  supervision  and 
recommitment  of  prisoners,  youth 
offenders,  and  juvenile  delinquents; 
comments  by  7-3-75 .  19204; 

5-2-75 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Compensation  of  officials;  comments 
by  6-30-75 .  24755;  6-10-75 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Radioactive  material;  packaging  and 
transportation  by  air;  comments 
by  7-2-75 . 23768;  6-2-75 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

Delivery  policy;  new  establishments 
and  extensions;  comments  by 
6-30-75 .  22848;  5-27-75 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 

COMMISSION 

Prospectuses  of  variable  annuity 
separate  accounts;  requirement  of 
hypothetical  illustrations;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-30-75 .  23770; 

6-2-75 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard — 

Drawbridge  operation  regulations; 
Duwamish  Waterway,  Washington; 
comments  by  6-3(^75....  20824; 

5-13-75 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

Transition  area;  designation  and 
alteration;  comments  by  7-2-75. 

23765,  23766;  6-2-75 

Gaithersburg,  Md.  transition  area 
alteration;  comments  by  6-30-75. 

22272;  5-22-75 

Alteration  of  additional  control  area; 
comments  by  6-30-75 . 23474; 

5-30-75 

Federal  airway;  designation;  com¬ 
ments  by  6-30-75 .  23474; 

5-30-75 

Jet  route;  alteration;  comments  by 

6-30-75 .  23475;  5-30-75 

Federal  Highway  Administration — 

State  certification  of  national  maxi¬ 
mum  speed  limit  enforcement; 
comments  by  6-30-75 .  24534; 

6-0-75 

Federal  Railroad  Administration — 

Protection  of  railroad  maintenance- 
of-way-and-structure  employees, 
extension  of  comment  period; 
comments  by  6-30-75  ..  23310; 

5-29-75 


Hazardous  Materials  Regulations 
Board — 

Matter  incorporated  by  reference; 
comments  by  7-1-75 .  22842; 

5-27-75 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration — 

Lamps,  reflective  devices,  and  as¬ 
sociated  equipment;  comments  by 
6-30-75 .  18795;  4-30-75 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Bureau — 

Commerce  in  black  powder;  easing  of 
limitation;  comments  by  7-6-75. 

25026;  6-12-75  . 

Custom  Service — 

Importation  of  Dairy  Products  from 
France,  the  United  Kingdom,  West 
Germany,  Luxembourg,  Ireland,  the 
Netherlands,  Denmark,  Italy,  and 
Belgium;  entry  of  merchandise; 
conHTients  by  7-3-75 .  23874; 

6-3-75 

List  of  Public  Laws 

This  is  a  fisting  of  public  bills  enacted  by 
Congress  and  approved  by  th3  President,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  date  of  approval,  and 
the  U.S.  Statute  citation.  The  list  is  kept  current 
In  each  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  and  copies 
of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from  the  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office. 

H.R.  3109 . Pub.  Law  94-38 

Saline  water  conversion  program,  appro¬ 
priation  authorization  for  fiscal  year 
1976 

(June  19,  1975;  89  Stat.  217) 

H.R.  4700 . Pub.  Law  94-39 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Admin¬ 
istration  Authorization  Act,  1976 
(Juno  19,  1975;  89  Stat.  218) 

S.  441 . .  Pub.  Law  94—40 

Forest  Pest  Control  Act,  amendment 
(June  20,  1975;  89  Stat.  224) 

S.  818 . . .  Pub.  Law  94-37 

United  Nations,  peacekeeping  forces  In 
Middle  East,  authorization  of  United 
States  payment  for  expenses 
(June  19,  1975;  89  Stat.  216) 
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presidential  documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4380 

White  Cane  Safety  Day,  1975 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

The  white  cane  is  universally  recognized  as  one  of  the  simplest  yet 
most  effective  aids  to  the  independent  mobifity  of  the  blind.  Today,  as 
blind  persons  are  participating  in  the  mainstream  of  active  life,  the  white 
cane  has  also  become  a  symbol  of  their  capacity  to  contribute  meaning¬ 
fully  to  the  progress  of  all  Americans. 

One  of  the  most  gratifying  developments  in-our  efforts  to  achieve 
l)etter  lives  for  all  Americans  is  the  advancement  of  social  and  economic 
opportunities  for  blind  citizens.  This  growth  is  represented  by  the  widen¬ 
ing  array  of  jobs  capably  handled  by  the  blind.  Well  trained  blind  persoas 
are  working  in  nearly  every  trade,  profession,  and  calling.  Modem  tech¬ 
niques  of  moliility  and  the  increased  use  of  the  white  cane  have  made  this 
possible. 

Still,  as  useful  as  the  white  cane  is  for  helping  the  visually  disabled 
person  achieve  self-reliance,  it  has  its  limitations.  It  cannot,  for  instance, 
warn  of  an  approaching  vehicle.  Motorists  and  bicyclists  should,  there¬ 
fore,  be  particularly  alert  for  pedestrians  using  white  canes  and  respond 
to  their  presence  with  an  extra  measure  of  care  and  caution. 

In  order  that  Americans  may  be  made  more  fully  aware  of  the  signifi¬ 
cance  of  the  white  cane,  and  of  the  need  for  motorists  and  bicyclists  to 
exercise  caution  and  courtesy  when  approaching  visually  handicapped 
persons,  the  CtMigress,  by  joint  resolution  (78  Stat  1003;  36  U.S.C. 
169d),  has  authorized  the  President  to  proclaim  October  15  of  each 
year  as  Wliite  Cane  Safety  Day. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  Wednesday,  October  15, 
1975,  as  White  Cane  Safety  Day.  I  call  upon  all  Americans  to  exercise 
understanding  and  awareness  of  the  special  needs  of  our  fellow  citizens 
who  are  visually  handicapped  in  order  that  they  may  enjoy  the  greatest 
posrible  measure  of  personal  independence  and  safety  as  they  use  our 
streets  and  public  facilities. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  twenty- 
third  day  of  Jimc,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-five, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one 
hundred  ninety-ninth. 

[FR  Doc.75-16702  Filed  6-23-75  ;3 : 41  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  In  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.8.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  5 — ^Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Justice 

Section  213.3310  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position' of  Director  of  Public 
Affairs,  Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion.  is  excepted  tmder  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  June  25.  1975,  §  213.3310 
(i)  (3)  Is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3310  Dopurtmeni  of  Ju^tirr. 

•  Ip  *  *  * 

(i)  Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion.  •  •  • 

(3)  Director  of  Public  Affairs. 

***** 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10677,  3  CFR  1964- 
68  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

IsEALl  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners.- 
IPR  Doc.76-16680  PUed  6-24-76:8:46  ami 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Commerce 

Section  213.3314  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Secretary  and  two 
positions  of  Confidential  Assistant  to 
the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for 
Energy  Policy  are  expected  under 
Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  June  25.  1975,  S  213.3314 
(a)  (32)  and  (33)  are  added  as  set  out 
below. 

§  213.3314  Depaiinienl  of  Commerce. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  •  • 

(32)  One  Secretary  to  the  Special  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Energy 
Policy. 

(33)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for 
Energy  Policy. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302;  E.O.  10677,  3  CPR  1964- 
68  Comp.,  p.  218). 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

Tseal)  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

IPR  Doc.76-16679  PUed  6-24-75:8:46  am) 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Miscellaneous  Revocations 

Subpart  C  of  Part  213  Is  amended 
to  show  that  under  the  provisions  of 


§  213.3101b,  186  positions  are  no  longer 
excepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  June  25,  1975,  Subpart  G 
of  Part  213  is  amended  sis  set  out  below: 

§  21.3.3303  Executive  Office  of  the 
President. 


(a)  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget.  *  •  * 


(8)  One  Private  Secretary  to  an  As- 
.si.stant  Director. 

0  0  0 

(15»  [Revoked] 

0  0 

0  0  0 

ict  [Revoked] 

(d)  (Revoked! 

0  0 

(e)  [Revoked] 

•  0*0 

•  • 

if)  President’s  Commission  on  White 
House  Fellows.  *  *  • 

(2)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0 

(j»  [Revoked] 

•  0 

0  0  0 

0  0 

§  21.3’.3304  Department  of  State. 

I  a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  *  • 
(15)  (Revoked! 


•  •  •  •  • 

<c)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Congressional  Relations.  (1)  [Re¬ 
voked! 

•  •  •  •  • 

(1)  [Revoked] 

•  #  ♦  •  < 

(X)  [Revoked] 

***** 


§  2 1 3.3305  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(9)  One  Special  Asslstsmt  to  the 


Deputy  Secretary. 

• 

0 

0 

0  0 

(11) 

[Revoked] 

0 

• 

0 

0  0 

(13) 

One  Secretary  to  the  Secretary 

• 

0 

0 

0  0 

(15) 

[Revoked] 

• 

0 

0 

0  0 

<24) 

[Revoked] 

0 

• 

0 

0  0 

(33) 

[Revoked] 

0 

0 

0 

0  0 

(43) 

[Revoked] 

0 

0 

0 

0  0 

(56) 

[Revoked! 

0 

0 

0 

0  0 

(c)  Bureau  of  Customs.  •  •  • 
(4)  [Revoked! 


.  *  *  •  *  * 

(f)  Bureau  of  the  Mint.  •  •  * 

(3)  [Revoked] 

*  «  «  •  « 

§  213.3306  Department  of  Defense. 

(а)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  * 

<A)  [Revoked] 

•  «  •  •  • 

(б)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  De¬ 
fense  Adviser  to  USNATO  In  Brussels. 


Belgium. 

* 

■  0 

* 

0 

(13) 

[Revoked! 

* 

0 

• 

0 

<33) 

[Revoked! 

♦ 

• 

0 

0 

(39) 

[Revoked] 

• 

0 

• 

0 

(41) 

[Revoked! 

0 

0 

• 

• 

(46) 

[Revoked] 

0 

• 

• 

• 

(55) 

[Revoked] 

0 

0 

0 

• 

lb)  Court  of  Military  Appeals.  (1)  One 
Private  Secretary  to  each  of  four  Judges 
of  the  Court. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Defense  Civil  Preparedness  Agency. 
*  *  * 

(3)  [Revoked] 

§  213.3308  Department  of  the  Navy. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(2)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  and  one  Private  or  Confidential 
Secretary  to  the  Under  Secretary  and  to 
each  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy.- 
*  *  •  •  • 

§  213.3310  Department  of  Justice. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Attorney  General.  (1) 
One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Attorney 
General. 

0  0  0  0  0 

(5)  Two  Secretaries  for  the  Attorney 
General. 

(6)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

(9)  [Revoked] 

•  «  •  *  * 

(b)  Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral.  •  •  • 

(7)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(e)  Civa Division,  a)  [Revoked! 

*  •  •  •  • 

(f)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 
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(k>  [Revoked] 

*  •  •  •  • 

*p>  [Revoked] 

«  •  •  •  • 

(r>  Community  Relmtions  Service. 
«  *  • 

<5)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the 


Director. 

0  0  0 

0  0 

(s)  Law  Enforcement 

Assistance 

Ad- 

ministration.  •  •  • 

(2)  [Revoked! 

♦  *  • 

0  0 

<8>  [Revoked! 

0  0  0 

0  0 

(10)  [Revoked! 

*  •  • 

0  m 

(u)  Office  of  National 

Narcotics 

In- 

telligence.  •  •  • 
(2)  [Revoked] 


*  •  •  .  •  • 

(v)  [Revoked] 

^  • 

§  213.3312  Department  of  the  Interior. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(23)  [Revoked! 

«  •  •  •  • 

(31)  [Revoked! 

*  •  •  •  • 

(42)  [Revoked! 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  National  Park  Service.  *  •  • 

(5)  [Revoked] 

*  •  •  •  • 

(k)  Southwestern  Power  Administra¬ 
tion.  •  •  • 

(4)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 

(m)  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation. 

#  •  • 

(4)  [Revoked! 

•  •  ♦  •  • 

§  213.3313  Department  of  Ag;riciilture. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary .  •  •  • 

(25)  [Revoked! 

(26)  [Revoked] 

«  •  •  »  • 

(36)  [Revoked] 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Office  of  the  Under  Secretary. 

'  #  *  • 

(7)  Nine  Federal  Regional  Council 
Representatives. 

♦  •  •  •  • 

(m)  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  •  •  • 

(3)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  to  the 
Administrator. 

«  •  •  •  • 

(q)  Food  and  Nutrition  Service.  (1) 
Three  Confidential  Assistants  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

m  0  ••  m 

§  213.3314  Department  of  Commerce. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(3)  One  ConfidoiUal  Assistant  and 
one  Private  Secretary  to  the  Under  Sec¬ 
retary. 

•  •  •  •  • 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(12)  [Revoked! 

•  •  •  •  * 

(16)  [Revoked! 

(17)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Director,  OflRce  of  Minority  Business 
Elnterprise. 

0  0  0  0  0 

(22)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Special  Assistants  to  the  Secretary 


for  Policy  Development. 

0 

• 

0  0 

0 

(27) 

[Revoked] 

• 

• 

0  0 

0 

(30) 

[Revoked! 

• 

0 

0  0 

• 

(h) 

[Revoked! 

0 

* 

0  0 

0 

(1) 

voked! 

U.S.  Travel 

Service.  ( 1 ) 

[Re- 

0 

0 

0  0 

• 

(m)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Domestic  and  International  Busi¬ 
ness.  •  *  * 

( 10)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 

Director,  Bureau  of  CcMnpetitive  Assess¬ 
ment  and  Business  Policy. 

0  0  0  0  m 

(q)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development.  *  •  * 

(11)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3315  Dcparliiicnt  of  Labor. 

.  (a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  (1)  One 

Special  Assistant,  one  Confidential  As¬ 
sistant  and  two  Staff  Assistants  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

0  0  0  0  0 

(23)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(25)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

(32)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3316  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare. 

(а)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(3)  [Revoked! 

*  •  .  *  •  • 

(5)  [Revoked! 

(б)  Three  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Under  Secretary. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(11)  Four  Assistants  to  the  Secretary 
for  Special  Programs. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(14)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

(22)  [Revoked! 

•  •  •  •  • 

(33)  [Revoked! 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Office  of  Education.  (1)  [Revoked! 
0  0  0  0  0 

(8)  [Revoked! 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Legislation.*  *  * 

(3)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 


(h)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  and  Scientific  Affairs.  •  •  • 

(7)  [Revoked] 

(81  [Revoked! 

•  *  0  0  0  ' 

(k)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Planning  and  Etmluation.  (1)  [Re¬ 
voked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(5)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

(l)  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion.  •  •  • 

<3)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

(m)  Office  of  Consumer  Affairs.  *  *  * 
(3>  .[Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

(n)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Human  Development.  •  •  • 

(9)  [Revoked] 

*  •  •  *  A 

(13)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(o)  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

0  0  0 


(3)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 


Administrator. 

0  0  0 

0  0 

(6)  [Revoked! 

*  «  • 

0  0 

§  213.3317  Overseas  Private  Investment 

(kirporation. 

0  0  0 

0  0 

(b)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0 

0  0 

§  213.3318  Environmental  Protection 
.4gency. 

(a)  O/Jtce  of  the  Administrator.  •  •  • 
(4)  One  Staff  Assistant  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrator. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(10)  I  Revoked] 

•  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Office  of  Legislation.  •  •  • 

(3 )  One  Staff  Assistant  to  the  Director. 
*  •  •  *  • 

(d)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor  for  Enforcement.  •  •  * 

(2)  [Revoked] 

•  ♦  •  *  • 

(f)  [ Revoked  1 

•  •  *  •  • 

§  213.3326  [Revoked] 

•  *  •  •  • 

§  213.3328  U.S.  Information  Agency. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(i)  [Revoked! 

(j)  [Revoked! 

(k)  [Revoked! 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3329  Federal  Power  Commission. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(e)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the 
Executive  Director. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(l)  [Revoked! 

•  •  •  •  . 
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§  213.3S22  Siujill  ButtinoM  Admiairtra- 


lion* 

*  0 

0 

0 

• 

(e>  Two  Congressional 

Relations 

Officers. 

•  • 

• 

0 

• 

(k)  [Revoked! 

*  0 

• 

0 

• 

(v)  [Revoked] 

0  0 

0 

• 

• 

§  213.3337  General  Service*  AdniiiiU- 
t  ration. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Administrator.  •  •  • 
(6)  Three  Confidential  Assistants  to 

the  Administrator. 

•  •  #  •  • 

(b)  Public  Buildings  Service.  •  *  • 

(2)  Three  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Commissioner. 

#  #  •  •  • 

(f)  Property  Management  and  Dis¬ 
posal  Service.  •  •  • 

(3)  [Revoked] 

•  *  »  •  # 

(g)  [Revoked! 

•  •  #  «  • 

§  213.3340  Civil  Aeronautic*  Board. 

•  ^  *  •  •  • 

(d>  [Revoked] 

(e)  [Revoked] 

•  *  •  O  « 

§  213.3341  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

•  *  •  •  * 

(h)  [Revoked! 

•  *  •  •  • 

§  213.3342  Export-Import  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

m  *  0  0  m 

(e)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3344  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Revievr  Corarai>>*lon. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(d)  [Rev’oked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3346  Selective  Service  System. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b>  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3348  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

•  •  •  .  •  • 

(k)  [Revoked] 

(l)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3355  The  Renegotiation  Board. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  One  Secretary  to  each  of  three 
Board  Members. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  213.3359  ACTION. 

(a)  Two  Special  AsslatanU  to  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Director  for  Domestic  and  Anti- 
Poverty  Operationa. 

•  •  •  o  • 


(e)  [Revoked! 

(f)  [Revoked] 

*  •  •  •  • 

(h)  [Reveled] 

<1)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(n  >  I  Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  213.3360  Consumer  Product  Safety 
l^mmission. 

(a)  One  Secretary  (Stenography)  to 
one  CommissiMier  and  one  Staff  Assist¬ 
ant  to  one  Commissioner. 

•  *  •  •  • 

§  213.3367  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion. 

( a)  One  Confidential  As.«istant  to  each 
of  two  Commissioners. 

(b)  One  Administrative  Assistant  to 
the  Chairman,  one  Private  Secretarj’  to 
each  Commissioner  and  one  Private  Sec¬ 
retary  to  the  Managing  Director. 

«  *  *  •  * 

§  213.3376  .\ppalachiun  Regional  Com- 
mission. 

(a)  One  Special  Assistant  to  tiie  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairman. 

*  «  «  •  « 

§  213.3377  Equal  Employment  Oppor¬ 
tunity  Commission. 

(a)  Three  Special  Assistants  to  the 
Chairman. 

•  *  0  0.0 

(e»  (Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  21.3.3382  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  Humanities. 

0  0  0  0  0 

(c)  [Revoked] 

(d)  [Revoked] 


(f)  I  Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213. .3.384  Department  of  Housing  and 
l^rban  Development. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 
(19)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Gen- 


eral  Counsel. 

• 

•  0 

0  0 

(26) 

Three  Senior  Assistants  for  Leg- 

islative  Affairs. 

• 

0  0 

0  0 

(42) 

[Revoked] 

0 

0  0 

0  0 

(48) 

[Revoked] 

• 

0  0 

0  0 

(50) 

[Revoked] 

- 

• 

•  0 

•  • 

(52) 

[Revoked] 

• 

•  • 

•  • 

(b)  Office  of ’the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Housing  Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit-Federal  Housing  Administration 
Commissioner.  •  •  • 

(3)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 

(13)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 


(f)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Equal  Opportunity.  (1)  [Revoked! 

(2)  [Revoked]  | 

•  •  •  •  • 

(5)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary. 

•  ••••’ 

(g)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Research  and  Technology.  •  •  • 

(2)  [Revoked]  ; 

0  0  0  0  0* 

(i)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Policy  Development  and  Research. 

0  0  0 

(3)  [Revoked]  ^ 

I 

*  0  0  0  * 

§  21.3.3.386  Regional  Commissions,  Ihib- 
lic  Vi'nrks  and  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1965.  ■ 

(a)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairman  of  each  Regional  Com¬ 
mission  (except  for  the  New  England  Re¬ 
gional  Commission)  established  under 
the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Devel- 
opmient  Act  of  1965. 

(b)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Alter¬ 
nate  Federal  Cochairman  of  each  Re- 
gicmal  Commission  (except  New  England 
Regional  Commission)  established  under 
the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  of  1965. 

(c)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairman  of  each  Regional  Com¬ 
mission  (except  for  the  Old  West  Re¬ 
gional  Commission)  established  under 
the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Devel¬ 
opment  Act  of  1965. 

(d)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Al¬ 
ternate  Federal  Cochairman  of  each  Re¬ 
gional  Commission  (except  for  the  Four 
Crnners  Regi(mal  Commisskm  and  the 
Ozarks  Regional  Commission)  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  Public  Wwks  and  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Act  of  1965. 

i 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3388  Federal  Energy  .Admini^trii- 
tioii. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Office  of  the  General  Counsel.  (1) 
[Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

§  213.3394  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(15)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(19)  [Revoked] 

•  *  •  •  • 

(39)  [Revoked] 

(40)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  •  ' 

(e)  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion.  •  •  • 

(8)  [Revoked]  i 

•  •  •  •  •  ^ 

§  213*3399  Temporary  Boards  and  Corn- 
missions* 

(a)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 
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(6  UJ5.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10677,  3  CFTt  1954 
68  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[SEAL]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.76-16535  Filed  6-24-75;8;45  am] 


PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amended  to  show 
that  the  positions  of  Executive  Director 
of  the  Pensicm  Benefit  Guaranty  Cor¬ 
poration  and  Administi'ator  for  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefits,  Labor  Manage¬ 
ment  Services  Administration  are  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  June  25,  1975,  §  213.3315 
(a)  (40)  and  (41)  are  added  as  set  out 
below. 

§  213.3315  Departnienl  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  *  *  * 

(40)  Executive  Director  of  the  Pen¬ 
sion  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation. 

(41)  Administrator  for  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefits,  Labor  Management 
Services  Administration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6  UB.C.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CPR  1954- 
68  Comp.,  p.  218) 

,  United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 

ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners . 

[FR  DOC.7&-16534  Piled  6-24-75;8;4S  am] 


Title  7 — ^Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART  951— HANDLING  OF  IRISH  POTA¬ 
TOES  GROWN  IN  MASSACHUSETTS, 
RHODE  ISLAND,  CONNECTICUT,  NEW 
HAMPSHIRE  AND  VERMONT 

Termination 

This  document  terminates  Marketing 
Order  No.  951  (7  CTR  Part  951)  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown 
in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  “order,*’  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
6741. 

Notice  of  rulemaking  with  respect  to 
propwsed  termination  of  the  order  was 
published  in  the  April  17,  1975,  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  17151).  Copies  of  this 
notice  were  sent  with  letters  to  the  227 
hangers  who  paid  assessments  during 
the  1950-51  season  as  well  as  to  the  Com¬ 
missioners  of  Agriculture  and  various 
potato  associations  in  the  production 
area  States.  The  letters  explained  the 
proposed  termination  and  requirements 
for  requesting  a  refund.  Many  of  the 
handler  letters  were  returned  with  postal 


notations  that  the  addressee  was  either 
deceased  or  tinknown,  or  had  moved  and 
left  no  forwarding  address.  The  notice 
provided  that  all  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  termination  or  any  claim  for  a  re- 
fimd  be  submitted  by  May  21,  1975. 
Views  were  filed  by  Howard  C.  Towusend, 
New  Hampshire  Commissioner  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  favoring  the  plan  to  terminate 
the  order.  None  was  submitted  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  its  termination.  Also  requests  for 
refunds  were  submitted  by  four  handlers. 

Ihe  program  has  been  inactive  since 
the  1952  season  w'hen  the  last  admin¬ 
istrative  committee  was  appointed  and 
the  last  handling  regulation  was  issued. 
Significant  changes,  such  as  State  potato 
acreage  declines  up  to  80  percent,  have 
taken  place  w’ithin  the  production  area 
duiing  the  two  decades  of  inactivity 
which  would  prevent  effective  program 
operation  without  extensive  region  of 
the  order.  With  no  reported  producer  in¬ 
terest  in  discussing  reactivation  of  the 
order,  there  is  little  likelihood  of  success¬ 
fully  ccHnpleting  the  necessary  amenda¬ 
tory  proceedings. 

The  committee’s  assets  consist  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $5,427.  This  includes  unex¬ 
pended  assessment  income  In  excess  of 
expenses  SM^crued  during  the  1950-51 
season  plus  subsequent  interest.  An  ap¬ 
propriate  disposition  of  the  funds  would 
be  to  pay  the  $43.39  in  refimds  requested 
by  the  four  handlers’  and  to  turn  the  re¬ 
maining  funds  over  to  the  land  grant 
universities  in  the  production  area  for 
research  on  potatoes,  based  on  the  han¬ 
dlers’  payments  in  each  State  relative  to 
the  committee’s  total  assets. 

Findings  and  Order 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  the  pro¬ 
posal  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice, 
and  the  views  expressed  by  the  New 
Hampshire  Conunissioner  of  Agriculture, 
pursuant  to  section  8c(16)  (A)  of  the  act 
(7  UB.C.  608c(16)  (A) )  and  §  951.84(b) 
of  the  order  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
order  no  longer  tends  to  effectuate  the 
declared  p(^icy  of  the  act  and  should  be 
tmnlnated.  It  is  also  found  that  the  New 
Ehgland  Potato  Committee  should  be 
terminated  and  the  above-indicated 
funds  should  be  distributed  as  proposed 
in  the  notice. 

It  is  therefore,  ordered.  That  (1)  Mar¬ 
keting  Order  No.  951  (7  CJFR  Part  951) 
is  hereby  terminated,  (2)  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  Potato  Committee  is  hereby  ter¬ 
minated,  (3)  Myron  A.  Maiewski,  Whate- 
ly,  Massachusetts,  the  latest  committee 
treasurer  and  the  person  the  committee 
recommended  as  the  trustee  and  Roland 
L.  Powers.  Marketing  Specialist,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  are  hereby 
apc>ointed  trustees  for  the  purpose  of 
liquidating  the  affairs  of.  the  committee, 
and  (4)  the  New  England  Potato  Com¬ 
mittee’s  assets  consisting  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $5,427  in  imexpended  assessment 
funds  and  interest  are  hereby  directed  to 
be  disbursed  to  (1)  the  four  handlers 
who  requested  refimds  of  the  amount  due 
them  and  (2)  the  remainder  for  potato 
research  to  the  Directors  of  ETxperhnent 


Stations  of  the  land  grant  universities 
as  follow's: 

College  of  Agriculture  aud  Natural  Resources 

University  of  CeniMCticut 

Storrs,  Connecticut  08268 — 82,307.46; 

College  of  Food  and  Natural  Resources 
University  of  Massaenuaetts 
Amherst,  llaaaachusette  01002 — 81,515A5; 
The  Colleges  of  Resource  Develc^ment  aud 
Home  Bctmomlcs  — 

University  of  Rhode  Iriand 

Kingston,  Rhode  Island  02881 — 8370.63; 

College  of  Life  Sciences  and  Agriculture 

University  of  New  Hampshire 

Durham,  New  Hampshire  03824 — 8490  83; 

The  College  of  Agriculture 

University  erf  Vermont 

Burlington,  Vermont  05401 — $49929 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S  C. 
601-6741 

Dated  June  20,  1975  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  July  31,  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.76-16564  FUed  6-24-76:8:46  am)  . 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  8 — FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
SYSTEM 

[No.  75-535] 

PART  523— MEMBERS  OF  BANKS 
Liquid  Assets;  (kirrection 

June  19, 1975. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
hereby  corrects  Federal  Register  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  75-375,  which  amended  9  523.- 
10  of  the  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  System  (12 
CFR  523.10) .  published  in  the  issue  dated 
May  28. 1975,  at  40  FR  23069,  to  set  forth 
9  523.10(g)  (4)  as  thereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  .323.10  Definitions. 

«  G  •  G  * 

(g)  The  term  “liquid  assets’’  means  the 
total  of  cash,  accrued  interest  on  un¬ 
pledged  assets  which  qualify  as  Uqrfid 
assets  under  Uiis  paragraph,  or  would 
so  qualify  except  for  their  maturities, 
and  the  book  value  of  the  following  tm- 
pledged  assets  (Including  such  assets  held 
subject  to  a  repurchase  agreement) : 

*  •  •  *  • 

(4)  Time  deposits  in  an  insured  bank 
including  such  time  deposits  held  subject 
to  a  repurchase  agreement  and  loans  of 
luisecured  day(s)  funds  (Federal  funds 
or  similar  unsecured  loans  to  insured 
banks)  to  an  insured  bank,  if: 

(i)  The  total  of  all  time  deposits,  in¬ 
cluding  loans  of  unsecured  day(8)  funds 
of  the  same  member,  in  the  same  bank 
does  not  exceed  the  greater  of  (a)  one- 
fourth  of  1  percent  of  the  total  deposits 
of  such  bank  (calculated  on  the  basis  of 
total  deposits  of  such  bank  as  shown  by 
its  last  published  statement  of  condition 
preceding  the  date  each  time  deposit  is 
made  or  acquired  by  a  member),  or  (b) 
$40,000; 
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(ii)  No  consideration,  other  than  dis¬ 
counting  to  a  current  market  rate  of  in¬ 
terest,  is  received  by  the  member  from  a 
third  party  In  connection  with  the  mak¬ 
ing  or  acquiring  of  such  deposits  (ex¬ 
cluding  loans  of  unsecured  day(s)  funds) 
by  the  member  and  no  consideration  is 
received  by  the  member  from  a  third 
party  in  connection  with  loans  of  unse¬ 
cured  day(s)  funds  by  the  member; 

(ill)  Except  for  loans  of  unsecured 
day(s)  funds,  the  remaining  periods  to 
maturity  of  such  deposits  are  not  more 
than  1  year  and  such  deposits  are  nego¬ 
tiable,  or,  in  the  case  of  time  deposits 
which  may  not  be  withdrawn  without  no¬ 
tice,  the  notice  periods  do  not  exceed  90 
days; 

(iv)  The  periods  to  maturity  of  loans 
of  imsecured  day(s)  fimds  are  not  more 
than  6  months;  and 

(V)  The  claims  of  a  lender  of  such 
unsecured  day(s)  funds  are  not  subordi¬ 
nated  in  priority  to  claims  of  depositors 
in  the  insured  bank  to  which  such  funds 
are  loaned; 

••••'• 

(Sec.  6A,  47  Stat.  727,  as  added  by  Sec.  1. 
64  Stat.  256,  as  amended.  Sec.  17.  47  Stot. 
736,  as  amended;  12  UJS-C.  1426a,  1437,  Reorg. 
Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  PB  4981,  3  CPR.  1943- 
48,  Comp.,  p.  1071). 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Orenviilk  L.  Millaro,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-16536  PUed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  »— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Air^ace  Docket  No.  75-JBA-44] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
published  a  rule  (Docket  74-EA-20) 
which  altered  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  tran¬ 
sition  area  (40  FR  554),  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1974. 

A  review  of  the  description  discloses 
that  a  set  of  coordinates  as  they  appear 
in  the  description  are  enviously  in  error 
by  one  degree.  A  correction  of  these  co¬ 
ordinates,  in  view  of  the  foregoing,  will 
not  impose  any  additional  burden  on  any 
person  and  therefore  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
the  correction  may  be  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days.  In  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  Part  71  of  the  Fedend  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows:  The 
description  of  the  transition  area  is 
amended  so  as  to  change  the  coordinates 
<fl7'30''  N.,  73*64'45"  W.,  so  as  to  read 
40'17'30"  N.,  73*54'45"  W..  effective 
on  June  25, 1975. 

(S6«.  807 (a),  Pedsral  AviaUon  Act  of  1958, 
(72  SUL  749;  49  UA.G.  1348),  SM.  6(c).  De¬ 
partment  oS  Trsnaportatton  AcL  (49  UA.C. 
1656(c)).) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  13, 
1975. 


Brian  J.  Vincent, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 
[PR  Doc.76-16446  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  14580,  Arndt.  103-25] 

PART  103— TRANSPORTATION  OF  DAN¬ 
GEROUS  ARTICLES  AND  MAGNETIZED 

MATERIALS 

Extension  of  Compliance  Date  for 
Radiation  Monitoring 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
$§  103.3(d)  (3)  and  103.23(c)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  is  to  extend  the 
compliance  date  for  the  monitoring  of 
any  package  containing  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials  prior  to  acceptance  of  these  ma¬ 
terials  for  carriage  by  air  and  after  the 
removal  of  any  package  containing  ra¬ 
dioactive  materials  ffom  an  aircraft; 
and,  for  scanning  the  compartment 
from  which  a  package  containing  radio¬ 
active  materials  has  been  removed,  when 
appropriate. 

Among  the  measures  for  inspection  of 
dangerous  articles  set  forth  in  Amend¬ 
ment  103-23  (40  FR  5140;  published  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1975),  is  the  requirement  that, 
after  June  30, 1975,  no  p>erson  may  accept 
any  package  contailning  radioactive  ma¬ 
terials  for  shipment  in  an  aircraft  imless 
a  scan  with  a  radiation  monitoring  in¬ 
strument  reveals  that  the  level  of  radia¬ 
tion  at  3  feet  from  the  package  does  not 
exceed  certain  standards  set  forth  in 
§  103.23(d).  In  the  event  that  the  scan 
of  any  package  that  has  been  removed 
from  an  aircraft  discloses  any  leakage  or 
increase  in  the  level  of  radiation,  certain 
parts  of  the  aircraft  are  required  to  be 
scanned  with  a  radiation  monitoring  in¬ 
strument.  The  scan  that  is  required  must 
be  performed  using  a  radiation  monitor¬ 
ing  instnunent  with  an  accuracy  of  plus 
or  minus  20  percent. 

Numerous  petitioners  requested  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  compliance  date  for  that 
portion  of  Amendment  103-23  that  re¬ 
quires  radiation  monitoring.  The  most 
frequent  reason  cited  for  the  requests  to 
delay  implementation  was  that  the  speci¬ 
fications  for  the  radiation  monltorir^  in¬ 
strument  that  is  needed  to  perform  the 
required  scanning  are  not  clear.  Further¬ 
more,  petitioners  stated  that,  when  de¬ 
finitive  specifications  are  arrived  at, 
manufacturers  will  need  time  to  Increase 
their  supplies  of  the  proper  equipment 
and  operators  will  need  additional  time 
to  train  personnel  in  its  use. 

FAA  review  of  the  petitions  received 
does  indicate  that  further  definitive 
specifications  for  a  radiation  monitoring 
instrument  suitable  for  performing  the 
scanning  that  is  required  by  Amend¬ 
ment  103-23  are  needed.  Accordingly,  the 
FAA  has  instituted  a  study  to  dev^op 
more  realistic  specifications  for  radiation 
monitoring  equipment.  We  also  believe 
that  additional  time  is  necessary  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  number  of  radiation  monitoring 
Instruments  that  are  necessary  to  per¬ 
form  the  monitoring  of  the  packages  of 
radioactive  materials  that  are  being 
transported  by  air,  and  to  train  person¬ 
nel  in  their  proper  use.  " 


In  view  of  the  imminence  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  compliance  date,  and  since  this 
amendment  grants  relief  and  imposes  no 
additional  burden  on  any  person,  I  find 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  impracticable  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendmrat  effec¬ 
tive  on  less  than  30  days  notice. 

This  amendment  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a)  and  601  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a)  and  1421),  and  authority 
delegated  to  the  Administrator  by  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation  (40  FR 
2861). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
SS  103.3(d)  (3)  and  103.23(c)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  are  amraded, 
effective  June  30.  1975,  by  deleting  the 
phrase  “June  30,  1975“  and  substituting 
the  phrase  “January  1,  1976”  therefor. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  20. 
1975. 

James  E.  Dow, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-16676  Piled  6-24-75;8;45  am] 


Title  20 — Employees’  Benefits 

CHAPTER  11— RAILROAD  RETIREMENT 
BOARD 

PART  395— PLAN  OF  OPERATION  DURING 
A  NATIONAL  EMERGENCY 

Administrative  Reorganization;  Changes 

This  document  provides  revisions  of 
the  Board’s  regulations,  due  to  adminis¬ 
trative  reorganization,  which  delete  ref¬ 
erences  to  offices  which  no  longer  exist 
and  change  the  titles  of  organizational 
units. 

Pursuant  to  the  general  authority  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  7  of  the  act  of  (October 
16.  1974  (88  Stat.  1338;  45  UB.C.  231f) 
and  by  section  12  of  the  act  of  June  25. 
1938  (52  Stat.  1107,  as  amended;  45 
U.S.C.  362),  §§  395.4,  395.5(b)  (2)  and' 
(3),  395.6(b)  (2)  and  (3),  395.6(c)(4). 
395.7  (a)  (2)  and  (b)  (2)  of  Part  395  (20 
CTFR  395.4,  395.5(b)  (2)  and  (3),  395.6(b) 
(2)  and  (3),  395.6(c)(4).  395.7  (a)(2) 
and  (b)  (2) )  of  the  regiilatlons  under 
such  acts  are  amended  by  Board  Order 
75-52,  dated  June  9. 1975,  as  follows: 

§  395.4  Mailing  insiructions. 

In  a  national  emergency  as  defined  in 
§  395.2,  aU  mall  shall  be  directed  to  Board 
offices  at  their  normal  locations.  Hirough 
pre-positloned  registration  information 
with  the  Registration  and  Informatiim 
facilities  of  the  United  States  Postal 
Service,  mail  will  be  redirected  auto¬ 
matically  to  the  Board’s  relocation  site 
if  offices  at  normal  locations  become  in¬ 
operative. 

§  395.5  Organization  and  functions  of 
the  Boud,  delegations  of  authority, 
and  lines  of  succession. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  In  the  absence  or  Incapacity  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board,  the  authority  of 
the  Chairman  to  act  for  the  Board  shall 
pass  to  the  available  successor  highest 
on  the  following  list: 
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Labor  Member  of  the  Board 
Management  Member  of  the  Board 
Chief  Executive  Offloer 
Director  of  Retirement  Clalme 
Director  of  Unemployment  and  Sickness  In¬ 
surance 

Director  of  Data  Processing  and  Accounts 
Director  of  Budget  and  Fiscal  Operations 
Director  of  Management  Control 

The  Regions^  Director  highest  on  the 
following  list: 

Kansas  City  New  York 

Cleveland  San  PraiKlsco 

Atlanta 

(3)  Except  as  may  be  determined 
otherwise  by  the  C3ialrman  of  the  Board 
or  his  successor  and  as  provided  In 
§§  395.6  and  395.7.  the  duties  of  each 
bureau  head  or  regional  director  shall  be 
discharged  in  his  absence  or  incimaclty 
during  a  national  onergency  by  the 
available  staff  member  next  in  line  of 
succession.  Each  bureau  head  and  each 
regional  director  shall  designate  and  pre¬ 
position  the  line  of  succession  within  his 
bureau  or  region.  If  no  such  designation 
has  been  made.,  such  duties  shall  be  as¬ 
sumed  by  the  available  subordinate  who 
is  highest  in  grade  or,  if  there  is  more 
th«i.n  one,  in  length  of  Board  service. 

§  395.6  Personnel,  fiseal,  and  service 
funcdcms. 

■  (b)  •  •  • 

(2)  In  a  national  emergency,  incum¬ 
bents  of  the  following  positions  are 
hereby  authorized  to  appoint  emergency 
certifying  officers: 

Chief  Executive  Officer 
Diractor  of  Budget  and  Fiscal  Operations 
Director  of  Retirement  Claims 
Director  of  Unemployment  and  Sloknesw  In¬ 
surance 

Regional  Directors,  or 
Deputy  Regional  Directors. 

^  •  •  •  •  * 

(3)  In  a  national  emergency,  incum¬ 
bents  of  the  following  positions  are  des¬ 
ignated  as  emergency  cashiers  and  are 
authorized  to  receive  and  disburse  cash 
for  emergency  administrative  needs  of 
the  Board: 

Cashiers  Alternates 

Chairman  of  the  Washington  Lia- 

Board.  Ison  Officer. 

Management  Mem-  Labor  Member  of 
ber  of  the  Board.  the  Board. 

Director  of  Budget 
and  Fiscal 
Operations. 

Chief  Executive  Offi-  None, 

cer. 

Regional  Director: 

Atlanta  _  D^uty  Regional 

k  Director  and 

nearby  official. 

New  York _  Do. 

Cleveland  _ _  Do. 

Kansas  City _  Do. 

San  Franctsoo -  Do. 

District  Manager:  Occupant  of  Posi- 

Seattle _  tlon  No.  7530-<)4. 

•  •  •  •  *  ■ 
(c)  •  •  • 

(4)  As  soon  after  the  period  of  na¬ 
tional  emergency  as  conditions  permit, 
the  records  required  by  subparagraph 
(3)  (A  this  paragraph  shall  be  trans¬ 


mitted  to  the  Director  of  Supply  and 
Service  or  his  surviving  successor. 

§  395.7  Operating  regulations. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  To  provide  the  necessary  author¬ 
ity  for  a  decentralized  program  as  out¬ 
lined  in  this  paragraph  (a),  those  au¬ 
thorities  which  have  been  delegated  to 
the  Director  of  Retirement  Claims  are 
hereby  delegated  to  the  regional  direc¬ 
tors  or  their  surviving  successors. 

(b)  •  •  • 

(2)  To  provide  the  necessary  author¬ 
ity  for  a  decentralized  program  as  out¬ 
lined  in  this  paragraph  (b) ,  the  author¬ 
ities  which  have  been  delegated  to  the 
Director  of  Unemploirment  and  Sick¬ 
ness  Insurance  and  to  the  regional  di¬ 
rectors  are  hereby  delegated  to  the  dis¬ 
trict  managers  or  to  their  surviving  suc¬ 
cessors. 

By  Authority  of  the  Board. 

Dated:  Jime  18,  1975. 

I  seal!  R.  F.  Butler, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|PR  Doc.76-16488  FUed  6-24-76;8:45  am) 

Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 
[Docket  No.  750-0116] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Food-Grade  Salt  by  the  Electrolytic  Dia¬ 
phragm  Process;  Order  Staying  Effective 

Date  and  Ruling  on  Objections 

The  Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs 
is  staying  the  effective  date  (September 
23,  1974)  of  i  121.1261  Electrolytic  dia¬ 
phragm  process  for  salt  (21  CFR  121.- 
1261). 

The  Commissioner,  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  September  23,  1974  (39  FR 
34192),  Issued  a  regulation  permitting 
the  production  of  food  grade  salt  by  the 
electrolytic  diaphragm  process.  Within 
the  30-day  objection  period  provided  for 
in  the  order,  the  Salt  Institute  (herein¬ 
after  call  the  Institute)  filed  objections 
to  the  regulation  and  requested  a  hear¬ 
ing  based  on  these  objections.  The  Insti¬ 
tute  later  requested  a  stay  of  the  effective 
date  of  the  regulation.  After  the  30-day 
objection  period  had  expired,  the  Mary¬ 
land  Public  Interest  Research  Group 
submitted  an  objection  and  request  that 
the  regulation  be  withdrawn.  Their  sub¬ 
mittal  is  rejected  as  xmtimely. 

The  Institute’s  objections  were  based 
on  an  allegration  that  the  public  had  been 
deprived  of  its  right  to  comment  on  the 
petition  because  the  petitioner  filed  only 
for  affirmation  of  generally  recognized  as 
safe  (GRAS)  status,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Jime  12,  1973  (38 
FR  15471),  and  subsequently  was  grant- 
ed  a  food  additive  regulation  (21  CFR 
121.1261) .  The  Institute  also  alleged  that 
the  permitted  alkalinity  of  salt  pro¬ 
duced  by  this  process  (0.65  percent  as  so¬ 
dium  hydroxide)  may  be  detrimental  to 
health  and  contended  that  the  regula¬ 


tion  would  permit  the  maiicetlng  of  food 
grade  salt  that  is  contaminated  with  as¬ 
bestos  fibers. 

TTie  Commissioner  concludes  that  this 
regulation  was  properly  promulgated  in 
ac<x>rdance  with  section  409  of  the  act 
and  fS  121.40  and  121.41  (21  CFR  121.40, 
121.41),  and  that  the  Institute’s  legal  ob¬ 
jections  are  without  merit.  The  proce¬ 
dures  governing  affirmation  of  GRAS 
status  and  determination  of  food  ad¬ 
ditive  status  are  set  forth  in  §S  121.40  and 
121.41.  ’The  regulations  explicitly  pro¬ 
vide  that,  after  publication  of  a  notice 
of  a  GRAS  affirmation  petition  in  the 
Federal  Register,  any  interested  person 
may  comment  on  it.  'Thereafter,  depend¬ 
ing  upon  the  information  in  the  petition, 
comments  received,  other  information 
available  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FDA),  and  the  Commissioner’s 
evaluation  of  the  matter,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  may  affirm  GRAS  status,  promul¬ 
gate  a  food  additive  regulation,  promul¬ 
gate  an  interim  food  additive  regulation, 
or  require  discontinuation  of  the  sub¬ 
stance’s  tise.  This  procedure  provides  for, 
in  sequence,  a  proposal,  comments  on  the 
proposal,  and  a  final  order.  Neither  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  nor  the 
Federal  Pood.  Drug,  and  CTosmetic  Act 
requires  that  additional  or  different  pro¬ 
cedures  be  utilized.  The  Commissioner 
notes  that  the  Salt  Institute  did  not  file 
comments  objecting  to  these  procedure.s 
when  they  were  proposed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25. 1972  (37  FR  6207) . 

Although  the  Commissioner,  when 
promulgating  this  regulation,  considered 
the  possible  toxicity  of  additional  alka¬ 
linity,  he  later  became  concerned  that 
salt  containing  asbestos  might  be  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  electrolytic  diaphragm 
process.  ’This  concern  was  expressed  to 
the  petitioner,  and  the  company  that  was 
represented  by  the  petitioner  was  re¬ 
quested  to  submit  a  sample  of  this  salt  to 
the  PDA. 

A  representative  “pilot  scale”  sample 
of  the  salt  in  question  was  submitted  to 
the  FDA  and  was  analyzed  by  one  optical 
and  two  electron  microscopic  techniques. 
The  sample  was  also  analyzed  by  com¬ 
paring  the  levels  of  asbestos  foimd  in  it 
with  levels  present  in  unidentified  sam¬ 
ples  of  chemical  reagent  grrade  salt  and 
food  grade  table  salt  (purchased  from  a 
local  Washington,  DC  supermarket). 
While  one  of  the  electron  mlcroscopio 
techniques  and  the  optical  method  did 
not  identify  asbestos  fibers  in  either  the 
reagent  or  the  food-grade  salt,  the  equiv¬ 
alent  of  221  chrysotile  asbesto  fibers 
(up  to  0.8  millimeter  long)  was  found  in 
25  grams  of  the  subject  salt  (the  “pilot 
scale”  sample)  by  optical  microscopy; 
and  the  equivalent  of  approximately  16 
million  chiTsotile  asbestos  fibers  (aver¬ 
aging  3.7  microns  long.  0.06  micron  in 
diameter,  and  equivalent  to  0.44  part  per 
million  asbestos  by  weight)  was  found 
per  gram  of  the  same  salt  by  electron 
mlcrosc(n>y.  The  third  analysis,  with 
higher  resolution  electron  microscopy, 
found  chnrsotile  asbestos  fibers  In  all 
three  samples.  These  levels  were  equiv¬ 
alent  to  200,000  fibers  (1.0  micron  aver- 
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age  length)  per  gram  of  the  chemical 
reagent  grade  salt.  80,000  libers  (1.0 
microti  arerage  length)  per  gram  of  the 
food  grade  table  salt,  and  84  million 
fibers  (1.7  microns  average  length)  per 
gram  of  the  subject  salt.  Details  of  the 
results  of  these  analyses  are  on  display 
in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  Md  20852. 

Based  on  these  analyses,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  concludes  that  the  effective  date  of 
i  121.1261  should  be  stayed  and  the  regu¬ 
lation  revoked.  Stay  of  this  regulation  is 
applicable'  to  all  persons,  not  Just  to 
petitioner  or  the  persons  represented  by 
him,  and  will  be  in  effect  imtil  all  ma- 
teri^  issues  on  the  proposed  revocation 
of  the  regulation  have  been  resolved 
and  the  Commissioner’s  conclusions  are 
issued  in  the  Federal  Register.  The  Com¬ 
missioner’s  proposal  to  revoke  this  regu¬ 
lation  is  published  elsewhere  in  this  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  26683) . 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201(3),  409,  701(a).  52  Stat. 
1055,  82  Stat.  1784-1788  as  amended  (21 
UB.C.  321  (s).  348,  371(a)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120) :  It  is  ordered.  That  the 
effective  date  of  September  23.  1974  for 
§  121.1261  Electrolytic  diaphragm  process 
tor  salt,  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  23, 1974,  be  stayed 
until  such  time  as  the  Commissioner,  by 
further  order,  revokes  such  stay. 

Dated:  June  18, 1975. 

Sherwin  Oardner, 
Deputy  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  000.75-16514  FUed  6-a4r-75;8:45  am] 


IPAP5H6048/T2  (mL-a90-7)  ] 

PART  123— TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDES  IN  FOOD  ADMINISTERED  BY 
THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Subpart  A — Food  Additivas  Permitted  in 
Food  for  Human  Consumption 
2.  4-D 

‘The  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Reclamation,  Washington,  DC 
20240,  has  filed  a  food  additive  petition 
(FAP  5H5048)  with  Uie  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (SPA).  ’This  petition 
proposed  that  21  CFR  123.100  be 
amended  to  establish  a  food  additive  tol¬ 
erance  for  residues  of  the  herbicide  2.4-D 
(2,4-dlchlorophenoxyacetic  acid)  in  po¬ 
table  water  at  0.1  part  per  million  result¬ 
ing  from  application  of  the  dimethyl- 
amine  salts  of  2.4-D  and  the  butoxy- 
ethanol  ester  of  2.4-D  to  the  Fort  Cobb 
Reservoir  in  central  Oklahoma  during  an 
experimental  program  to  control  Eura- 
slon  watermilfoil.  'ITiis  experimental  use 
program  is  authorized  by  the  EPA  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticlde  Act  (FIFRA). 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  eval¬ 
uated.  Residues  of  the  herbicide  will  re¬ 
sult  in  potable  water  from  aquatic  uses 
as  provided  for  by  the  experimental  use 
permit  Issued  under  FIFRA  and  there¬ 


fore  a  tolerance  is  being  established  to 
coincide  with  this  use  and  to  protect  the 
public  health. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  this  regulation  may  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  25.  1975,  file  written  objections 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Environmental 
Protectl<m  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW, 
East  Tower,  Room  1019,  Washington  DC 
20460.  Such  objections  shoxild  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  guintuplicate  and  specify  the 
provisions  of  the  regulation  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds  le¬ 
gally  sufficient  to  Justify  the  relief 
sought. 

Part  123,  Subpart  A,  is  being  amended 
by  revising  §  123.100  to  read  as  follows. 

(Sec.  409(0)  (1)  &  (4)  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  n.S.C.  348(c)  (1)  &  (4) ) 
transferred  to  the  Administrator  EPA  In 
Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  (35  FR  15623) ) 

Dated:  June  20, 1975. 

Lowell  E.  Miller, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Pesticide  Programs. 

Section  123.100  is  amended  by  adding 
the  new  paragraph  “0.1  part  per  mil¬ 
lion  .  .  after  the  last  paragraph  to  in¬ 
clude  a  tolerance  for  2,4-D  in  potable 
water  to  read  as  follows. 

§  123.100  2,4-0. 

*  «  *  •  * 

0.1  part  per  million  (negligible  residue) 
in  potable  water.  Such  residue  may  be 
present  therein  only  as  a  result  of  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  dimethylamlne  salts  of 
2,4-D  and  the  butoxyethanol  ester  of 
2,4-D  to  the  Fort  Cobb  Reservoir  in  cen¬ 
tral  Oklahoma  under  an  experimental 
use  program  which  expires  June  20, 1976. 
TTiis  program  is  to  be  conducted  by  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation,  UB.  Department 
of  Interior.  Residues  remaining  in  pot¬ 
able  water  after  June  20,  1976  will  not 
be  considered  actionable  if  the  pesticide 
is  legally  applied  dining  the  term  and  in 
accordance  with  provisions  of  the  experi¬ 
mental  permit/food  additive  tolerance. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(FR  Doc.75-16580  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  Gfr— COSMETICS 
[Docket  No.  75N-00061 

PART  701— CDSMETIC  LABELING 

Hypoallergenic  Cosmetic  Products; 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  75-14734  appearing  at  page 
24442  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday, 
June  6.  1975:  In  the  center  column  on 
page  24451,  the  second  sentence  of  para¬ 
graph  (e)  (6)  Is  corrected  to  read  “In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  most  prominent  use  of  the 
word  ‘hypoallergenic’  or  such  similar  or 
related  term  on  any  principal  display 
panel  shall  be  followed  by  such  phrase.” 

Dated:  June  18, 1975. 

8am  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

[PR  Doe.76-16611  Filed  6-24-75:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  II— DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
JUSTICE 

PART  1308— SCHEDULES  OF 
CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

Placement  of  (^lordiazepoxide  in  Schedule 
IV;  Reservation  of  Application  of  Order 
to  Librax  and  Menrium 

On  May  29,  1975,  the  Administrator  of 
the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration  is¬ 
sued  a  final  order  amending  9  1308.14  of 
Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  (CFR)  to  include  chlordiazepoxlde, 
and  five  other  members  of  the  benzo¬ 
diazepine  class  cif  drugs,  in  Schedule  IV 
of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
U.S.C.  801-966).  This  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  4, 
1975  (40  FR  23998),  and  provided  that 
Schedule  TV  controls  would  apply  begin¬ 
ning  July  2,  1975. 

On  May  29,  1975,  the  Administrator 
also  issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making,  to  amend  21  CFR  1308.32  (Ex¬ 
cepted  Compounds) ,  by  including  in  that 
section  Librax  and  Menrium,  products 
which  contain  chlordiazepoxlde  in  such 
combinations,  quantity,  preparation  or 
concentration  which  the  Administrator 
has  foimd  vitiates  the  potential  for  abuse 
of  chlordlazepioxide. 

This  notice  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  June  5,  1975  (40  FR 
24216-17)  and  provided  an  opportunity 
for  all  interested  persons  to  submit  com¬ 
ments,  objections  and  requests  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  no  later  than  July 
15, 1975.  The  notice  further  provided  that 
if  no  objections  which  merit  a  hearing 
are  received  by  that  date,  a  final  order 
without  a  hearing  may  then  be  issued. 

If  a  final  order  is  Issued  without  a 
hearing,  it  would  take  effect  at  least  30 
days  after  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  unless  the  Acting  Administra¬ 
tor  finds  that  conditions  of  public  health 
or  safety  necessitate  an  earlier  effective 
date,  pursuant  to  21  CFR  1308.48.  There¬ 
fore,  a  period  of  at  least  six  weeks  would 
exist  between  the  date  on  which  Sched¬ 
ule  IV  controls  for  chlordiazepoxlde  take 
effect,  and  the  effective  date  of  any  final 
order  which  might  be  issued  listing  Li¬ 
brax  and  Menrium  as  excepted  com¬ 
pounds.  This  would  render  Librax  and 
Menrium  Schedule  IV  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  during  such  period,  which  would 
reflect  that  these  products  possess  the 
requisite  degree  of  potential  for  abuse  for 
inclusion  in  Schedule  TV. 

Such  legal  status  of  these  products 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  findings 
set  out  in  the  June  5,  1975  notice  that 
the  potential  for  abuse  of  chlordiaze- 
poxide  is  vitiated  when  in  the  Librax  and 
Menrium  preparations. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Attorney  General  by  sections  301 
and  501(b)  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970 
(21  U.S.C.  821,  871(b) ) ,  and  delegated  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Drug  Ekxforce- 
ment  Administration  by  9  0.100  of  Title 
28  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
and  further,  having  been  duly  designated 
as  Acting  Administrator  by  Order  No. 
607-75  of  the  Attorney  General,  dated 
May  30,  1975,  in  accordance  with  the  au- 
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Uiority  stated  therein,  and  piu'suaut  to 
the  authority  delegated  to  the  Acting  Ad¬ 
ministrator  by  S  0.132(d)  of  Title  28  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the 
Acting  Administrator  of  the  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration  hereby 
amends  the  order,  issued  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Admin¬ 
istration  on  May  29,  1975,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  4,  1975, 
to  provide  that  the  application  of  such 
•rder  is  reserved  in  the  following  re¬ 
spects: 

1.  The  requirements  of  labeling  and 
packaging,  inventory,  recordkeeping,  pre¬ 
scriptions.  importation,  exportation,  and 
the  security  requirements  of  21  CFR 
1301.74(d),  which  are  imposed  upon 
chlordiazepoxide  by  the  order  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  issued  May  29, 1975  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  4, 
1975  and  which  are  set  out  therein,  are 
hereby  reserved  as  to  Librax  and  Men- 
rium  pending  final  disposition  of  the  June 
5,  1975  notice  proposing  that  Librax  and 
Menrium  be  listed  as  Excepted  Com¬ 
pounds,  and  thus  be  excepted  from  the 
application  of  sections  305,  307,  308,  309, 
1002,  1003  and  1004  of  the  Act. 

(21  UA.C.  826,  827-9,  952-4,  and  of  21  CFR 
1301.74(d)). 

This  order  amending  the  order  of  June 
4,  1975  is  effective  June  25,  1975. 

Dated:  June  20, 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

'  Actino  Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

I  PR  000.75-16635  Piled  6-24-75:8:46  am] 


Title  25— Indians 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AF¬ 
FAIRS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  221— OPERATION  AND 
MAINTENANCE  CHARGES 

San  Carlos  Irrigation  Project,  Arizona 

On  Page  17029  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  April  16,  1975,  there  was  published  a 
notice  of  proposal  to  revise  S  221.63  of 
Title  25,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions  or  objections  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
comments,  suggestions,  nor  objections 
have  been  received;  therefore,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  for  Issuance  of  Irrigation 
operation  and  maintenance  orders  fixing 
per  acre  assessments  against  lands  In¬ 
cluded  In  Indian  irrigation  projects, 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs  by  Order  No.  2508  (10  BIAM  2.1, 
section  15a)  and  redelegated  to  the  Area 
Directors  by  10  BIAM  4.1,  the  proposed 
amendment  Is  hereby  adopted  without 
change  as  set  forth  below. 

£  221.63  Aasessment,  joint  works. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  Congress 
approved  June  7, 1942  (43  Stat.  476) ,  and 


suin>lementary  acts,  the  repayment  con¬ 
tract  of  Jime  8,  1931,  as  amended,  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  the  San 
CTarlos  Irrigation  and  Drainage  District, 
and  in  accordance  with  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  of  June  15,  1938  (§§  221.69a- 
221.69m),  the  cost  of  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Joint  Works  of  the 
San  Carlos  Indian  Irrigation  Project  for 
the  fiscal  year  1977  is  estimated  to  be 
$600,000  and  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
the  said  fiscal  year  and  subsequent  fiscal 
years  imtll  further  order,  is  hereby  fixed 
at  $6.00  for  each  acre  of  land. 

John  Artichoker,  Jr.. 

Area  Director. 

[PR  Doc.75-16540  Filed  6 -24r-75;8:45  am] 


Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I — ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  384-4J 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  STATE  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Pennsylvania:  Approval  of  Compliance 
Schedules 

Section  110  of  the  (Tlean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857o-5),  and  the 
implementing  regulations  of  40  CFR 
Part  51,  require  each  State  to  submit  a 
plan  which  provides  for  the  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  national  am¬ 
bient  air  quality  standards  throughout 
the  State.  Each  such  i^an  is  to  contain 
legally  enforceable  compliemee  schedules 
setting  forth  the  dates  by  which  all  sta¬ 
tionary  and  mobile  sources  must  be  in 
compliance  with  any  applicaUe  require¬ 
ment  of  the  plan. 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FTt  10842),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator 
of  the  Environmental  Protectiem  Agency 
(“EPA”)  approved  portions  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania’s  State  Implementation  Plan. 

Pursuant  to  40  C?PR  61.6,  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Pennsylvania  has  sulxnlt- 
ted  for  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency’s  approval,  a  revision  to  the 
compUance  schedule  portlcm  of  its  plan. 
The  approval  of  this  revision  was  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Administrator  on  April  4, 
1975  (40  PR  15095).  This  publication 
approves  this  revision. 

Revisions  previously  submitted  by  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  have 
been  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  22,  1974  (39  FTR.  30349),  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1974  (39  PR  36481),  and  No¬ 
vember  27,  1974  (39  PR  41863) . 


Tlie  Administrator  has  not  received 
public  comments  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  approval  of  the  compliance  sched¬ 
ule  listed  in  the  April  4,  1975  Federal 
Register  notice.  Even  though  the  date 
by  which  final  compliance  Is  to  be 
achieved  has  passed  since  the  proposed 
approval  of  this  schedule,  EPA  feels  that 
final  promulgation  Is  appropriate. 

The  revision  established  a  date  by 
which  the  individual  air  pollution  source 
must  attain  cwnpliance  with  an  eml.s- 
sion  limitation  specified  by  the  State  Im¬ 
plementation  Plan.  This  date  is  Indi¬ 
cated  in  the  table  below  imder  the  head¬ 
ing  "Final  compliance  date.”  An  evalua¬ 
tion  report  has  been  prepared  for  tlie 
listed  compliance  schedule  and  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Inspection  at  the  Region 
III  Office  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 
The  compliance  schedule  listed  here  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  tlie 
following  locations: 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Region  ni 

Catrtls  Building 

Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets 

PhUadelphla,  Pcnnsylvfinla  19106 

Bureau  of  Air  Quality  and  Noise  Control 

Pulton  NaUonal  Building 

208  North  Third  Street 

Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17120 

Freedom  of  Information  Center 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

401  M  Street.  SW 

Washington,  D.C.  20460 

The  compliance  schedule  listed  below 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Pennsylvania 
Bureau  of  Air  Quality  and  Noise  Control 
and  submitted  to  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  after  notice  and  public 
hearing  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dural  requirements  of  40  CFR  Part  51. 
The  compliance  schedule  for  the  source 
identified  below  meets  the  requirements 
of  40  CFR  51.15. 

This  regulation  will  become  effective 
July  25.  1975. 

(42  U.S.C.  {  1867®-6). 

Dated:  June  19,  1975. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Cfhapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Subpart  NN — Pennsylvania 

In  §  52.2036(s)  the  table  Is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  schedules: 

§  52.2036  Compliance  sdiedules. 

(a)  •  •  • 


Source 

Location 

State  regu-  Date  of 

latlonts)  adoption 

Involved 

Effective  date 

Pinal  com¬ 
pliance  dale 

West  Penn  Power  Co.,  order  No.  79- 

Aruasironx 

County. 

128.11,123.22,  July  »,\m 
133.41 

Immediately.: 

Apr.  80,1975 

(PR  DOC.76-1655S  FUed  e-24-75;8;46  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  1 23— WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  35,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


26677 


[FRL  389-4] 

PART  60— STANDARDS  OF  PERFORM¬ 
ANCE  FOR  NEW  STATIONARY  SOURCES 

Delegation  of  Authority  to  State  of  Idaho 

Pursuant  to  the  delegation  of  author¬ 
ity  for  the  standards  of  performance  for 
new  stationary  soiurces  (NSPS)  to  the 
State  of  Idaho  on  June  9,  1975,  EPA  Is 
today  amending  40  CPR  60.4,  Address,  to 
reflect  this  delegation.  A  notice  annoimc- 
ing  this  delegation  Is  published  today  at 
40  FR  26728.  The  amended  §  60.4,  which 
adds  the  address  of  the  State  of  Idaho, 
Department  of  Health  and  Welfare  to 
which  all  reports,  requests,  applications, 
submittals,  and  communications  to  the 
Administrator  pursuant  to  this  part  must 
also  be  addressed,  is  set  forth  below. 

The  Administrator  finds  good  cause  for 
foregoing  prior  public  notice  and  for 
making  this  rulemaking  effective  im¬ 
mediately  in  that  it  is  an  administra¬ 
tive  change  and  not  one  of  substantive 
content.  No  additional  substantive  bur¬ 
dens  are  imposed  on  the  parties  affected. 
The  delegation  which  is  reflected  by  this 
administrative  amendment  was  effective 
on  Jime  9, 1975,  and  it  serves  no  purpose 
to  delay  the  technical  change  of  this  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  State  address  to  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations. 

This  rulemaking  is  effective  immedi¬ 
ately,  and  is  issued  under  the  authority 
of  section  111  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended. 

(4a  U.S.0. 1867C-6.) 

Dated:  June  18, 1975. 

Robxrt  H.  Baum, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement. 

Part  60  of  Chapter  I,  TlUe  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  In  S  60.4  paragraph  (b)  is  amended 
by  revising  subparagraph  (N)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  60.4  Addre<i««. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(A)-{M)  •  •  • 

(K)  State  of  Idaho,  DopartMoat  of  Health 
sad  Welfare,  Siatehotwe,  Boise,  Idaho,  88701. 
•  •  •  •  • 

[KB  Doc.76-16663  PUed  6-M-75;8:46  am] 

Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[No.  S6677] 

PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

PART  21— DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO 
SERVICES  (OTHER  THAN  MARITIME 
MOBILE) 

Various  Procedural  Requirements  for  the 
Domestic  Public  Radio  Services  and 
Other  Services;  Correction 

In  the  Order  in  the  captioned  proceed¬ 
ing,  released  May  29,  1975  (FCC  75-607) 
published  at  40  FR  24005,  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  correctioa: 


Change  the  third  sentence  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  9  21.14  (in  the  appendix) 
to  read: 

*  *  *  AppUcattons  In  tiia  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  and  Rural  Radio  Services  shall 
be  filed  on  FCC  Porm  401,  and  applications  In 
the  Point-to-PoInt  Microwave  Radio,  Local 
Television  Trsnsmiaslon,  and  Multipoint  Dis¬ 
tribution  Services  on  PCC  Porm  435  (Includ¬ 
ing  FCO  Form  430  as  required) .  •  •  • 

Released:  June  9, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

f  SEAL  ]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-16523  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  19880;  35720] 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 
RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 
RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

PART  89— PUBLIC  SAFETY  RADIO 
SERVICES 

One-Way  Medical  Paging;  Correction 
The  Appendix  to  the  Commission’s 
Order  FCC  75-484  (40  F.R.  20822)  re¬ 
leased  May  7,  1975,  is  corrected  as 
follows : 

1.  In  instruction  number  one,  S  2.106 
is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.106  Table  of  frequency  allocations. 
•  •  •  •  • 

U.S.  Footnotes 

•  •  •  •  • 

U.S.  216 — frequencies  160.775  and  160.- 
790  MHz  and  the  bands  163-162.0150,  163.- 
3876-163.2626.  460.6126-460.5626,  463.9876- 

463.1876.  465.5126-486.6635.  and  467.9678- 
468.1876  MHz  are  authorized  for  Oovem- 
ment/non-Oovernment  operaUoos  In  medi¬ 
cal  radio  oommunlcations  systems. 

•  •  •  «  • 

Released:  Jime  13, 1975. 

Fboeral  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Vincent  J.  Mullins,  ' 

Secretary. 

[FR  Dec.75-16522  Filed  6-24-76;8:46  am] 


(DoeketNo.  19869] 

PART  94 — PRIVATE  OPERATIONAL-FIXED 
MICROWAVE  SERVICE 

Private  Operational-Hxed  Microwave  Radio 
Service;  Correction 

Rule  changes  adopted  In  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Report  and  Order  in  Docket 
19869,  FCC  75-469,  released  May  6,  1974, 
and  published  at  40  FR  20917  are  cor¬ 
rected  as  follows: 

§  94.25  [Amended] 

1.  In  9  94.25  (g).  the  third  sentence  is 
cerrected  by  inserting  the  word  "ambi¬ 
ent”  before  the  words  “radio  signal  level.” 
In, paragraph  (h).  the  first  sentence  is 
corrected  by  substituting  “caUe”  for  the 
term  “eommunity  antenna.” 


§  94.31  [Amended] 

2.  In  9  94.31(e).  the  parenthetical  ref¬ 
erence  “(See  9  94.25(d).)”  is  added  at 
the  end  of  the  paragraph. 

§  94.61  [Amended] 

3.  In  9  94.61  (b) ,  the  table  Is  corrected 
by  adding  footnote  “  to  the  frequency 
band  13,200  to  13,250  MHz.  The  focAnotes 
applicable  to  that  band  are:  *,  and 
In  addition,  footnote  *  is  corrected  to 
substitute  Part  74  for  Part  00  following 
the  words  “and  with  stations  in  Uie  In¬ 
structional  Television  Fixed  Service 
(ITFS) ". 

§94.65  [Amended] 

4.  In  9  94.65(h),  the  introductory 
heading  is  revised  to  read  “(h)  12,200- 
12.700  MHz.” 

§  94.71  [Amended] 

5.  In  §  94.71(b) .  footnote  *  is  corrected 
by  inserting  “MHz”  following  “8.0”  to 
read:  “-8.0  MHz  on  a  case-by-case 
basis.” 

§  94.75  [  Amended] 

6.  In  9  94.75(b).  the  first  column  of 
the  table  is  corrected  by  substituting 
“6,525  to  6,875”  for  "6,575  to  6,875”. 

§  94.161  [Amended] 

7.  In  9  94.161(b),  the  phrase  “condi¬ 
tions  in  each  case,  as  deemed  necessary” 
is  substituted  for  "conditions  in  each  use 
and  deemed  necessary”. 

Released:  June  10,  1975. 

Federal  Cobimunications 
CoMsassiON. 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-16521  PUed  6-24-76:8:46  am] 


Title  50 — ^Wiidlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  IV— ANADROMOUS  FISHERIES 
(DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR- 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE) 

PART  401— ANADROMOUS  FISHERIES 
CONSERVATION,  DEVELOPMENT  AND 
ENCHANCEMENT 

Revision  of  Regulations 

On  February  14,  1975  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  6786)  to  revise 
current  administrative  procedures  and  to 
incorporate  provisions  of  recent  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Anadromous  Fish  Conserva¬ 
tion  Act  (79  Stat.  1125;  16  U.S.C.  757a- 
757f). 

Forty-five  days  were  given  within 
which  any  person  wishing  to  do  so  could 
file  written  comments,  suggestions  or  ob¬ 
jections  pertaining  to  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  with  the  Director,  National  Ma¬ 
rine  Fisheries  Service  or  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  All  comments 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  revision 
were  given  due  consideration. 

Twenty-one  comments  on  the  publish¬ 
ed  rulemaking  were  received.  Eleven 
States  and  one  non-Federal  entity  had  no 
objections  to  the  proposed  rulemaking  as 
written.  Ammig  the  remalnlBg  comments 
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received  relevant  to  the  proposed  regnla- 
tions,  specific  references  were  made  to 
Federal  Management  (^ular  74-7  and 
to  coordination  of  an  application  submit¬ 
ted  for  Federal  assistance.  After  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  relevant  material  pre¬ 
sented  by  interested  persons,  the  pro- 
ix)sed  rulemaking  is  hereby  adopted  as 
final  regxilations,  subject  to  the  following 
changes  set  forth  below: 

1.  The  phrase  “and  solicited  recom¬ 
mendations  from”  is  added  to  S  401.5  fol¬ 
lowing  the  word  “with”  in  the  third  line 
and  the  word  “or”  is  changed  to  “and”  in 
the  fourth  line,  to  make  the  provision 
comport  more  closely  with  the  l(xig 
standing  policy  of  obtaining  the  views 
and  recommendations  of  those  States  and 
other  non-Federal  entity(s)  that  have 
management  authority  over  a  resource, 
prior  to  committing  Federal  funds. 

2.  The  phrase  “as  set  forth  in  Attach¬ 
ment  C  of  Federal  Management  Circular 
74-7”  and  the  sentence  “Record  reten¬ 
tion  for  a  period  longer  than  3  years  is 
required  if  audit  findings  have  not  been 
resolved”  have  been  added  in  §  401.15. 
This  will  provide  an  applicant  with  in¬ 
formation  that  is  essential  to  comply  with 
Federal  requirements  relative  to  the  re¬ 
tention  of  records  and  supporting  docu¬ 
ments. 

3.  The  phrase  “as  set  forth  in  Attach¬ 
ment  O  of  Federal  Management  C^ular 
74-7”  is  added  to  §  401.18  following  the 
word  “requirement”  in  the  sixth  line.  This 
will  clearly  identify  the  Federal  Circular 
and  Attachment  that  is  the  source  of 
relevant  Federal  laws,  regulations,  poli¬ 
cies,  gmdelines  and  requirements. 

Accordingly.  50  CFR  Part  401  is  revised 
as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  Jime  25, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Jime  17. 
1975. 

Ltnn  a.  Orkxnwalt, 

Director, 

,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

'  Robert  U.  Schonikg, 

Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

See. 

401.1  Administration. 

4012  Definitions. 

4012  Submission  of  documents. 

401.4  Activities  prohibited. 

4012  Coordination  with  States. 

401.6  Prosecution  of  work. 

401.7  Oeneral  InfOTmatlon  fm*  ^he  Secre¬ 

tary. 

4012  AvailablUty  of  funds. 

4012  Payments  to  cooperators. 

401.10  Request  for  payment. 

401.11  Property  as  matching  funds. 

401.13  Ownership  of  property. 

401.18  Personnel. 

401.14  Inspection. 

401.16  Record  retention. 

401.16  Records  and  reporting. 

401.17  Safety  and  accident  prevention. 

401.18  Ck>n  tracts. 

401.19  Statements  and  payrolls. 

40120  Officials  not  to  benefit. 

40121  Patents  and  Inventloos. 

40122  Civil  rights. 

AwTHoarrr:  The  provisiona  of  this  Part 
401  are  Issued  under  Anadromous  Pish  C<ni- 


servatlon  Act  (70  Stat.  1120,  as  amended,  64 
Stot.  214.  88  Stat.  898),  16  US.C.  767a-7671. 

§  401.1  Administration. 

The  Dtrector  of  the  UB.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  and  the  Director  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  shall 
jointly  administer  the  Anadromous  Fish 
Conservation  Act  for  the  Secretaries. 

§  401.2  Definition.^. 

As  used  in  this  part,  terms  shall  have 
the  meanings  ascribed  in  this  section. 

(a)  Secretary.  The  Secretary  ot  Com¬ 
merce,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  or 
their  authorized  representatives. 

(b)  Act.  The  Anadromous  Pish  Con¬ 
servation  Act,  16  U.S.C.  757a-757f. 

(c)  Eligible  states.  Any  coastal  State 
of  the  United  States,  the  State  of  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  the  States  bordering  the  Great 
Lakes.  The  area  within  the  Cedumbia 
River  basin  is  excluded. 

(d)  State  fishery  agency.  Any  depart- 
ment(8),  division(s),  commission(s),  or 
official  (s)  of  a  State  empowered  imder 
its  laws  to  regulate  a  commercial  or  sport 
fishery. 

(e)  Non-Federal  interest.  Any  orga¬ 
nization,  association,  institution,  busi¬ 
ness,  school,  individual,  or  group  of  indi¬ 
viduals,  municipality  and  others  outside 
the  Federal  Government,  In  addition  to 
State  fishery  agencies,  which  desire  to 
cocgierate  within  the  terms  of  the  Act. 

(f)  Cooperator.  One  or  more  States 
acting  Jointly  or  severally  or  other  non- 
Federal  interests,  participating  in  a  proj¬ 
ect  agreement  or  grant-in-aid  award 
with  the  Secretary. 

(g)  Anadromous  fish.  Aquatic,  gill 
breathing,  vertebrate  animals  bluing 
fkalred  fins  which  migrate  to  and  spawn 
in  fresh  water,  but  which  spend  part  of 
their  life  in  an  oceanic  environment;  also 
fish  in  the  Great  Lakes  that  ascend 
streams  to  spawn. 

(h)  Application  for  Federal  assistance. 
A  description  of  work  to  be  accomplished, 
including  objectives  and  needs,  expected 
results  and  benefits,  approckch.  cost,  lo¬ 
cation  and  time  required  for  completion. 

(1)  Project  agreement.  TTie  formal 
document  executed  between  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Cooperator, 
committing  the  Co(H>erator  to  the  per¬ 
formance  of  described  activities  a*  id  the 
Federal  Government  to  participation  In 
the  financing  ol  those  activities. 

<J)  Grant-in- Aid  asoard.  The  formal 
doctunent  executed  between  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  and  the  Cooperator, 
committing  the  Cooperator  to  the  per¬ 
formance  of  describe  activities  and  the 
Federal  Government  to  participation  in 
the  financing  of  those  activities. 

§  401.3  Submission  of  docunicnls. 

Applications  for  Federal  assistance  and 
other  documents  for  projects  relating 
generally  to  recreational  fisheries  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  concerned  Regional 
Office  of  the  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice.  or  for  projects  relating  generally  to 
commercial  fisheries  of  the  concerned 
Regional  Office  of  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 


§  401.4  Activities  prohibited. 

Law  enforcement,  public  relations, 
harvesttag,  maiketlng  and  proceaslng  ac¬ 
tivities,  construction  of  fisherman  use 
facilities,  and  activities  concerned  with 
landlocked  anadromous  fish  populations 
(except  fish  in  the  Great  Lakes  that  as¬ 
cend  streams  to  spawn)  may  not  be  fi¬ 
nanced  under  the  Act. 

§  401.5  Coordination  with  States. 

Ihe  Secretary  will  approve  an  Appli¬ 
cation  for  Federal  Assistance  only  after 
he  has  coordinated  the  application  with 
and  solicited  recommendations  from 
those  State  and  other  non-Federal  en¬ 
titles  which  have  management  author¬ 
ity  over  the  reeotirce  to  be  affected. 

§  401.6  Prosecution  of  work. 

(a)  Project  woiic  shall  be  carried 
through  to  a  state  of  completion  accept¬ 
able  to  the  Secretary  with  reasonable 
prmnptness.  Failure  to  render  satlsfac- 
toiy  performance  reports  or  falltu*e  to 
complete  the  project  to  the  satisfac¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  shall  be  caused  for 
suspension  of  Federal  assistance  fmr  the 
project  irntil  the  project  provisions  are 
satisfactorily  met  Federal  assistance 
may  be  terminated  upon  determination 
by  the  Secretary  that  satisfactory  prog¬ 
ress  has  not  been  maintained.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  have  the  right  to  inspect  and 
review  work  at  any  time. 

(b)  Research  and  development  work 
shall  be  continuously  coordinated  by  the 
CoopeTatm*  with  studies  conducted  by 
others  to  avoid  imnecessary  duplication. 

(c)  All  work  shall  be  performed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  applicable  local  laws,  ex¬ 
cept  when  in  conflict  with  Federal  laws 
or  regulations,  in  which  case  Federal 
laws  or  regulations  shall  prevail. 

§  401.7  General  information  fur  the 
Secretary. 

Before  any  Federal  funds  may  be  ob¬ 
ligated  for  any  project  an  applicant  shall 
furnish  to  the  Secretary,  upon  his  re¬ 
quest,  information  regarding  the  laws 
affecting  anadromous  fish  and  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  applicant  to  participate  in 
the  benefits  of  the  Act. 

(a)  Doewment  signature.  Individuals 
authorised  to  sign  project  documents 
imder  the  Cksnmercial  Fisheries  Re¬ 
search  and  Development  Act  ol  1964 
(78  Stat.  197,  as  amended),  16  U.S.C. 
779-nX,  or  the  Federal  Aid  in  Sport  Fish 
Restoration  Act  (64  Stat.  430,  as 
amended) ,  16  U.S.C.  777-777f,  may  like¬ 
wise  sign  project  documents  contem¬ 
plated  in  this  Part. 

(b)  Program  information.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  may,  from  time  to  time,  request,  and 
the  Cooperators  shall  furnish,  informa¬ 
tion  relating  to  the  administration  and 
maintenance  of  any  project  established 
under  the  Act. 

§  401.8  Arailabibty  of  funds. 

The  period  of  availability  of  funds  to 
the  States  or  other  non-Federal  inter¬ 
ests  for  obligation  shall  be  established  by 
the  administering  Federal  agency. 
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§  401.9  Payiiwnts  t*  CMperal^rs. 

Paymmts  shall  be  made  to  Coopera¬ 
tors  In  accordance  with  imerMona  of 
grant-ln-ald  awards  or  project  agree¬ 
ments. 

§  401.10  RequciU  fur  pa^  Htenl. 

Request  for  payment  shall  be  on  forms 
provided  by  the  Secretary.  owHfled  as 
therein  prescribed,  and  sidunlUed  to  the 
Reslonal  Director  by  the  Cooperator. 

§  101.11  Property  as  matching  funds. 

The  non-Federal  share  of  the  cost  of 
projects  may  bo  in  the  form  of  real  or 
personal  property.  Specific  procedures  to 
be  used  by  grantees  in  idacing  the  value 
on  real  or  personal  property  for  match¬ 
ing  funds  are  set  forth  in  Attachment 
F  of  Federal  Management  Circular  74-7. 

§  401.12  Ownership  of  property. 

When  real  property  Is  acquired  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  title  to 
such  property,  or  Interests  therein,  shall 
be  vested  in  the  United  States,  and  the 
conveying  Instrument  shall  recite  the 
United  States  of  America  as  the  grantee. 
However,  if  the  Secretary  determines 
that  under  the  terms  of  the  application 
for  Federal  assistance  and  grant-ln-ald 
award  or  project  agreement,  the  Intent 
and  piirpose  of  the  Act  may  be  better 
served  by  other  ownership  of  such  prop¬ 
erty,  an  appropriate  transfer  may  be 
made.  Whra  real  or  personal  property  is 
utUlaed  as  matching  funds,  title  to  such 
property  shall  be  in  the  Cooperator  un¬ 
less  otherwise  spieclfied  in  the  grant-in- 
aid  award  or  project  agreement. 

§  401.13  Personnel. 

The  Cooperator  shall  maintain  an 
adequate  and  competent  force  of  em¬ 
ployees  to  initiate  and  carry  approved 
work  to  satisfactory  completion. 

§  401.14  Inspection. 

Cooperator  supervision  of  each  project 
shall  Inxdude  adequate  and  continuous 
inspection.  The  project  win  be  subject  at 
an  times  to  Federal  lnsi>ectlon. 

§  401.15  Record  retmtion. 

An  records  of  accounts  and  reports 
with  supporting  documentatlcui  thereto, 
as  set  forth  in  Attachment  C  of  Federal 
Management  Circular  74-7,  win  be  re¬ 
tained  by  the  Cooperator  for  a  period  of 
3  years  ^ter  submission  of  the  final  ex¬ 
penditure  report  on  the  project.  Record 
retention  for  a  period  longer  than  3  years 
is  reqidred  if  audit  findings  have  not  been 
resolved. 

g  401.16  Records  and  reporting. 

Performance  reports  and  other  reports 
shaU  be  furnished  as  requested  by  the 
Secretary.  Cost  records  shafi  be  main¬ 
tained  separately  for  each  project.  The 
accounts  and  records  maintained  by  the 
Cooperator,  together  with  aS  sui^xiitlng 
documents,  shall  be  open  at  all  times  to 
the  Inspection  of  authorixed  repreeenta- 
tlves  of  the  United  States,  and  e<n>ies 
thereof  shall  be  famished  when  re¬ 
quested. 


§  401.17  Safely  and  accident  prevention. 

In  the  pMformance  of  eatdi  iHPject. 
the  Cooperator  shall  comply  with  an  ap- 
idlcable  Federal,  State,  and  local  laws 
governing  safety,  health  and  sanitation. 

§  401.18  Contracts. 

A  Cooperator  may  use  its  own  regula¬ 
tions  or  guidelines  in  obtaining  services 
by  contract  or  otherwise,  provided  that 
they  adhere  to  applicable  Federal  laws, 
regulations,  policies,  gtildellnes,  and  re¬ 
quirements,  as  set  forth  in  Attachment  0 
of  Federal  Management  Circular  74-7. 
However,  the  Cooperator  is  the  responsi¬ 
ble  authority,  without  recourse  to  the 
Federal  agency,  regarding  the  settlement 
of  such  contractual  issues. 

§  401.19  Statements  and  payrolls. 

The  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  acvUcable  to  contractors  and  sub¬ 
contractors  (29  CFR  Part  3) ,  made  piu*- 
suant  to  the  Ck>peland  “Anti-Kickback” 
Act  (18  U.S.C.  874),  as  amended,  are 
made  a  part  of  the  regulations  in  this 
part  by  reference.  The  Cooperator  will 
comply  with  the  regulations  in  this  part 
and  any  amendments  or  modifications 
thereof,  and  the  Cot^^erator’s  prime  con¬ 
tractor  will  be  responsible  for  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  statements  required  of  sub¬ 
contractors  thereimder.  The  foregoing 
shall  apply  except  as  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  may  specifically  provide  for  rea¬ 
sonable  limitation,  variations,  tolerances, 
and  esfemptioDs. 

§  401.20  Officials  not  to  benefit. 

No  Member  of,  or  Delegate  to.  Con¬ 
gress,  or  resident  Commissioner,  shall  be 
admitted  to  any  share  or  any  part  of  any 
project  agreement  made  under  the  Act, 
or  to  any  benefit  that  may  arise  there¬ 
from.  This  provision  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  extend  to  this  agreement  If 
made  with  a  corporation  for  its  general 
benefit. 

§  401.21  Patents  and  inventions. 

Determination  of  the  patent  rights  in 
any  inventions  or  discoveries  resulting 
from  woric  under  project  agreements  en¬ 
tered  Into  pursuant  to  the  Act  shall  be 
c(»islstent  with  the  “Government  Patent 
Policy*'  (President’s  monorandum  for 
Heads  of  Executive  Departments  and 
Agencies,  August  23, 1971,  and  statement 
of  Government  Patent  Policy  as  printed 
in  36  FR  16889). 

§  401.22  Qvil  rights. 

Each  application  for  Federal  assist¬ 
ance.  grant-ln-ald  award,  or  project 
agreement  shall  be  supported  by  a  state¬ 
ment  of  assurances  executed  by  the  Ck>- 
operator  providing  that  the  project  will 
be  carried  out  in  accordance  with  Titie 
VI,  Nondiscrimination  in  Federally  As¬ 
sisted  Programs  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act 
of  1964  and  with  the  Secretary’s  regula¬ 
tions  promulgated  thereunder. 

(FR  Doc.76-16642  Filed  6-24-76;8:4S  am] 


Fitie  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  I— NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

PART  20— STANDARDS  FOR 

PROTECTION  AGAINST  RADIATION 

Storage  and  Control  of  Ucensad  Mntaiials 

Section  20.207  of  10  CHI  Part  20  re¬ 
quires  that  licensed  materials  stored  in 
an  unrestricted  area  be  secured  against 
unauthorized  removal  from  the  place  of 
storage.  The  Intention  ct  the  section  is 
to  assure  that  proper  controls  are  main¬ 
tained  over  licensed  radioactive  mate¬ 
rials  at  an  times. 

Since  the  references  to  "storage” 
might  not  clearly  convey  the  Intention 
that  constant  control  be  maintained  over 
aU  Ucensed  radioactive  materials  in  nn- 
restrlcted  areas,  §  20.207  Is  being 
amended  by  the  addition  of  clarifying 
wording  to  assiure  imequlvocal  under¬ 
standing  of  the  requirement. 

Inasmuch  as  the  amendments  set 
forth  below  are  of  a  minor  nature,  good 
cause  exists  for  omitting  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making,  and  public  procedure 
thereon,  as  unnecessary,  and  for  making 
the  amendments  effective  upon  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Remga- 
nlzatlon  Act  of  1974,  and  sections  552 
and  553  of  title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  the  following  amendment  to  Title 
10,  Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  Part  20.  is  published  as  a  document 
subject  to  codification.  _ 

Section  20.207  of  10  CFR  Part  20  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  20.207  Stonif^  and  control  of  licensed 
materials  in  unrestricted  areas. 

(a)  Licensed  materials  stored  in  an 
imrestrlcted  area  shall  be  secured  from 
unauthorized  removal  frcrni  the  place  of 
storage. 

(b)  Licensed  materials  In  an  unre¬ 
stricted  area  and  not  In  storage  shaU  be 
tended  imder  the  constant  surveillance 
and  immediate  control  of  the  licensee. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  June  25,  1975. 

(See.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-706,  68  Stait.  948  (43 
X7.S.O.  2201):  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93-438.  88  Stat. 
1243  (42  U.S.C.  6841)) 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.  this  5th  day  of 
June,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Lee  V.  OossicK, 
Executive  Director 
for  Operations. 

(FR  Doc, 75-16549  Filed  6-24-75;8:46  smj 


PART  35— HUMAN  USES  OF 
BYPRODUCT  MATERIAL 

Group  Licensing  for  Certain  Medical  Uses 
Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Nodear  Regolatocy  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulation  “Human  Uaea  of  By¬ 
product  Material,”  10  CFR  Part  35. 
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Section  35.100  of  10  CFH  Part  35  lists 
groups  of  medical  uses  cl  radioisotopes 
that  have  similar  requirements  for  user 
training  and  experience,  facilities  and 
equipment,  and  radiation  safety  proce¬ 
dures. 

The  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
that  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  January  21,  1974  (39  FB  2384) 
stated  that  the  groups  of  licensed  uses 
would  be  amended  from  time  to  time  to 
add  new  radiopharmaceuticals,  sources, 
devices,  and  uses  as  they  are  developed. 
The  use  of  iodine  125  as  seeds  for  inter¬ 
stitial  treatment  of  cancer  has  become  a 
well-established  clinical  procedure  and  is 
hereby  added  to  Group  VI.  An  editorial 
correction  is  also  made  in  §  35.100(d)  (1) 
to  correct  the  spelling  of  “hyperthyroid¬ 
ism.” 

Because  these  amendments  relate 
solely  to  procedural  matters,  the  Com¬ 
mission  h»  found  that  good  cause  exists 
for  omitting  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing.  and  public  procedure  thereon,  as 
unnecessary.  Since  the  amendments  re¬ 
lieve  licensees  from  restrictions  under 
K«ulations  currently  in  effect,  they  may 
become  effective  without  the  customary 
30-day  notice. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  d 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  and  sections  552  and 
553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code, 
the  following  amendments  to  Title  10, 
Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  35  are  published  as  a  document  sub¬ 
ject  to  codification. 

1.  In  8  35.100,  paragraph  (d)  (1)  is 
amended  by  correcting  the  word  “hyper- 
thyrlodlsm”  to  read  “hyperthyroidism”. 

2.  In  8  35.100.  Paragraph  (f)  (7)  Is 
amended  by  changing  the  period  at  the 
end  of  the  paragrc^ih  to  a  semicolon  and 
a  new  paragraph  (f )  (8)  Is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  35.100  Schedule  A  Grouf^  of  iiiedtcal 
uses  of  byproduct  material. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  Group  VI.  Use  of  sources  and  de- 
vlees  contidnlng  byproduct  material  for 
certain  medical  uses: 


•  •  •  •  • 

(8)  Iodine-125  as  seeds  for  interstitial 
treatment  of  cancer. 


Effective  date.  These  amendments  be¬ 
come  effective  on  Jime  25,  1975. 


(See.  161.  Pub.  U  88-703,  68  Stst.  048  (42 
UB.C.  2201)) 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  30th  day 
of  May.  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Lee  V.  Gossick, 

Executive  Director  for  Operations. 


(FB  Doc.75-16467  FUed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  aOS-^ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURES  AND  SANCTIONS 

Procedures  for  Nottces  ef  Proposed 
DIsallowanoe  and  Orders  of  Disallowance 

On  June  4,  1975  (40  FR  24541,  June  0. 
1975)  the  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 


tion  (FEA)  issued  ^proposed  regulations 
for  the  amendment  of  procedures  con¬ 
cerning  notices  of  proposed  disallowance 
and  orders  of  disallowance  irnder  Part 
205  (Procedures  and  Sanctions)  of  its 
I’egulations. 

The  proposed  regulations  provide  that 
persons  receiving  notices  of  proposed  dis¬ 
allowance  shall  have  10  days  to  respond 
before  orders  of  disallowance  are  Issued, 
and  prescribe  the  method  of  filing  re¬ 
sponses  and  the  content  of  such  re¬ 
sponses.  Notices  of  proposed  disallowance 
shall  automatically  ripen  into  orders  of 
dissdlowance  if  no  reply  is  received  with¬ 
in  the  10-day  notice  period.  Upon  review 
of  any  reply,  FEIA  will  issue  a  final  order 
of  disallowance  as  appropriate.  Orders  of 
disallowance  are  made  appealable. 

Four  comments  were  received  on  the 
proposed  amendments.  Several  objected 
to  the  inclusion  of  a  notice  of  proposed 
disallowance  and  an  order  of  disallow¬ 
ance  in  the  same  section  as  a  notice  of 
probable  violation  and  a  remedial  order. 
Notices  of  proposed  disallowance  and 
orders  of  disallowance  have  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  section  because  they  will 
be  handled  procedurally  within  FEA  in 
the  same  fashion  as  notices  of  probable 
violation  and  remedial  orders.  Inclusion 
of  notices  of  proposed  disallowance  and 
orders  of  disallowance  in  Subpart  O  is 
not  meant,  however,  to  imply  that  ac¬ 
tions  subject  to  disallowance  have  the 
same  substantive  character  as  actions 
subject  to  notices  of  proposed  violation 
and  remedial  orders.  In  particular,  FEA 
recognizes  that  orders  of  disallowance 
may  issue  even  though  refiners  have  been 
acting  in  good  faith.  Prices  calculated  by 
FEA  and  used  in  issuing  orders  of  disal¬ 
lowance  are  based  upon  all  third-party 
data  available  to  FEA.  Individual  re¬ 
finers,  however,  do  not  have  access  in  ad¬ 
vance  to  this  data  base,  and  consequently 
their  estimates  of  arms-length  prices 
may  differ  somewhat  from  those  derived 
by  FEA. 

Several  comments  were  received  to  the 
effeet  that  ten  days  Is  not  a  reasonable 
respoaae  period,  due  to  the  complexity  of 
the  retulred  reaponse.  However,  8  205.194 

(c)  of  the  amended  regulation  specifi¬ 
cally  states  that  the  FEA  may  extend  the 
10-dajr  period  for  good  cause  shown,  and 
tt  is  the  intention  of  the  FEA  that  the 
complexity  of  a  required  response  be 
relevant  to  such  a  determination  of  good 
cause. 

One  comment  requested  that  all  disal¬ 
lowance  notices  be  published  by  the  FEA, 
and  open  to  all  interested  persons  for 
comment.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  FEA  that 
upon  proper  request  by  a  member  of  the 
public,  disclosure  of  the  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Disallowance  will  be  released  to 
the  public  (subject  to  the  statutory  ex- 
cluslcms,  in  particular  the  exclusion  for 
pr(K}rietary  information).  Such  release 
wUl  be  made  only  after  the  time  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  FEA  for  the  filing  of  written 
response  by  the  company  to  which  the 
notice  is  directed.  In  addition,  all  or  any 
porticm  so  designated  of  any  response 
to  the  notice  by  the  recipient  c<»npany 
will  also  be  released. 

Finally,  two  (XHnments  objected  that 
the  proposed  amendment  revises  the 


procedures  of  8  212.84(e)  with  respect  to 
remedies.  It  is  not  the  intent  of  these 
amendments  to  revise  8  212.84(e)  for  the 
period  during  which  that  section  is 
applicable.  Further,  for  disallowances  not 
covered  by  8  212.84(e) ,  FEA  intend^  to 
seek  rollbacks  or  actual  refunds  only  to 
the  extent  that  a  refiner  has  actually  re¬ 
covered  such  excess  costs  in  his  sales. 
(Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1674. 
Pub.  L.  68-3T5;  B.O.  11790,  89  FR  23186; 
Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973. 
Pub.  L.  93-169) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
205  of  Chapter  n.  Title  10  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  hereby  amended 
as  set  forth  below,  effective  immediately. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  20, 
1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 
General  Counsel. 

1.  Subpart  O  of  Part  205  is  amended  in 
the  caption  to  recui  as  follows: 

Subpart  O— Notice  of  Probable  Violation, 

Remedial  Ordar,  Notice  of  Proposed  Dis¬ 
allowance,  end  Order  of  Disallowance 

2.  Section  206.190  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  asfcdlows: 

§  203.190  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  This  subpart  establishes  the  pro¬ 
cedures  for  determining  the  nature  and 
extent  of  violations  of  the  FEA  regula¬ 
tions  and  the  procedures  for  issuance  of 
a  notice  of  probable  violation,  a  remedial 
order,  a  remedial  order  for  immediate 
compliance,  a  notice  of  proposed  disal¬ 
lowance.  ai^  BM  order  of  disallowance, 
and  for  the  conversion  of  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  disallowance  into  an  order  of  dis¬ 
allowance  pursuant  to  8  206.194(f) .  ^ 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  Section  205.194  is  revised  to  read  as 
fifilows: 

§  205.194  Notiee  of  proMsed  disallow* 
anco  aud  ordar  of  disiulowaaae. 

(a)  The  FEA  riiall  begin  a  proceeding 
under  thia  section  by  Issuing  a  notice  of 
propoe^  disaUowaiice  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  Part  212  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  WEtaia  10  days  of  the  serivce  of  a 
notiee  of  proposed  disallowance,  the  per¬ 
son  upon  whom  the  notice  Is  served  may 
file  a  reply  with  the  FEIA  office  that  Issues 
the  notiee  of  proposed  disallowance  at 
the  address  provided  in  such  notice.  The 
FEA  may  extend  the  10-day  peri<xl  for 
good  cause  shown. 

(c)  The  reply  shall  be  in  writing  and 
signed  by  the  person  filing  it.  The  r^ly 
shall  contain  a  full  and  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  an  relevant  facts  pertaining  to 
the  act  or  transaction  that  Is  the  subject 
of  the  notice  of  proposed  disallowance. 

(d)  The  r^ly  shaU  include  a  dlscus- 
slon  of  aU  relevant  authorities,  including, 
but  not  limited  to.  PEA  rulings,  regula¬ 
tions,  Interpretations,  and  decisions  on 
appeals  and  exceptions  relied  upon  to 
support  the  particular  position  taken. 

(e)  The  reply  should  indicate  whether 
the  person  requests  or  intends  to  request 
a  conference  regarding  the  notice.  Any 
request  not  made  at  the  time  of  the  TOfdj 
shall  be  made  as  soon  thereafter  as  pos¬ 
sible  to  Insure  that  the  conference  Is  held 
when  it  will  be  most  beneficial.  A  request 
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for  a  conference  must  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Subpart  M  of  this  part. 

(f)  If  a  person  has  not  filed  a  reply 
with  the  FEA  within  the  10-day  period 
provided,  and  the  FEA  has  not  extended 
the  10-day  period,  or  If  that  person  has 
not  filed  a  reply  within  an  allowed  exten¬ 
sion,  that  person  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
conceded  the  accuracy  of  the  factual  al¬ 
legations  and  legal  conclusions  stated  In 
the  notice  of  proposed  disallowance,  and 
the  notice  of  proposed  disallowance  shall 
become  an  order  of  disallowance. 

(g)  If  the  FEA  finds,  after  the  10-day 
period  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  or  after  that  period  as  extended 
by  FEA  pursuant  to  that  paragraph,  and 
after  consideration  of  any  reply  filed, 
that  an  order  of  disallowance  is  appro¬ 
priate,  it  may  issue  such  an  order. 

(h)  If  the  FEA  finds,  after  the  10-day 
period  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  or  after  that  period  as  extended 
by  FEIA  pursuant  to  that  paragraph,  that 
for  any  reason  the  issuance  of  an  order  of 
disallowance  would  not  be  appropriate, 
or  that  the  amoimt  of  the  di^Uowance 
or  the  means  of  affecting  the  disallow¬ 
ance,  as  stated  in  a  notice  of  proposed 
disallowance,  should  be  modified,  it  shall 
Issue  an  order,  in  writing,  to  the  person 
to  whom  the  notice  of  proposed  disal¬ 
lowance  has  been  issued  iiklicating  that 
the  notice  is  rescinded  or  modified  and, 
where  appropriate,  setting  out  any  modi¬ 
fication  and  the  resMons  therefor. 

(1)  A  disallowance  order  issued  under 
this  section  shall  be  effective  upon  issu¬ 
ance,  or  if  a  reply  is  not  received  within 
the  period  allowed  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  for  such  replies,  upon  termi¬ 
nation  of  that  period,  and  shall  remain 
In  effect  In  accordance  with  its  terms, 
until  stayed,  suspended,  modified,  or  re¬ 
scinded.  An  order  of  disallowaaice  shall 
remain  in  effect  notwithstanding  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  an  application  to  modify  or  re¬ 
scind  it  imder  Subpart  J  of  this  part 

(j)  An  order  of  disallowance  may  be 
referred  at  any  time  to  the  Department 


of  Justice  for  appropriate  action  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  P  of  this  part. 

4.  Section  205.195  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  205.195  Remedies. 

A  remedial  order,  a  remedial  order  for 
immediate  compliance,  or  an  order  of 
disallowance  may  reqifire  the  person  to 
whom  it  is  directed  to  roll  back  prices,  to 
refund  amounts  paid  to  such  person  that 
are  in  excess  of  the  amount  permitted 
under  Part  212  of  this  chapter,  or  to  take 
such  other  action  as  the  FEA  determines 
is  necessary  to  eliminate  or  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  the  effects  of  a  violation  or  any 
cost  disallowance  pursuant  to  {  212.83 
or  §  212.84  of  this  chapter. 

5.  Section  205.196  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  205.196  Appeal. 

(a)  No  notice  of  probable  violation  or 
notice  of  proposed  disallowance  Issued 
pursuant  to  this  subpart  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  an  action  of  which  there  may  be  an 
administrative  appeal  pursuant  to  Sub- 
part  H  of  this  part. 

(b)  Any  person  to  whom  a  remedial 
order,  a  remedial  order  for  immediate 
compliance,  or  an  order  of  disallowance 
is  issued  pursuant  to  this  subpart  may 
file  an  appeal  with  the  FEA  Office  of 
Exceptions  and  AiH>eals  or  with  the  ap¬ 
propriate  Regional  Office  in  accordance 
with  Subpart  H  of  this  part.  The  appeal 
must  be  ffied  within  10  days  of  service  of 
the  order  from  which  the  appeal  is  tak¬ 
en,  or  within  10  days  of  the  date  at  which 
a  notice  of  proposed  disallowance  has 
become  an  older  of  disallowance  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  205.194(f). 

I  PR  Doc.75-16579  Piled  6-23-75:8:45  am] 


PART  213— OIL  IMPORT  REGULATIONS 

Amendments  to  Conform  Oil  Import  Regu¬ 
lations  to  Proclamation  Na  4377; 
Change  of  Hearing  Date 

On  June  4,  1975,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  issued  regulations  Imple¬ 


menting  certain  provisions  of  Proclama¬ 
tion  No.  4377,  amending  Proclamation 
No.  3279,  as  amended,  which  establishes 
the  Mandatory  Oil  Import  Progrwn  (40 
FR  24718,  Jime  10,  1975).  The  hearing 
date  for  these  regulations  was  set  for 
Jtme  26,  with  a  continuation  date  of  June 
27  if  necessary.  The  hearing  was  also  to 
be  utilized  for  presentation  of  views  con¬ 
cerning  proposed  regulations  for  imple¬ 
menting  certain  other  provisions  of  Proc¬ 
lamation  No.  4377,  which  PEA  expected 
to  issue  shortly  after  the  June  4  regula¬ 
tions.  However,  because  of  an  imantici- 
pated  delay  in  lining  these  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations,  the  hearing  on  both  the  final 
regulations  and  the  proposed  regulations 
has  been  postponed,  in  order  to  afford  in¬ 
terested  persons  sufficient  time  to  study 
the  proposed  regulations.  The  new  hear¬ 
ing  date  is  July  15,  with  a  conthniatlon 
date  of  July  16.  The  hearing  location  re¬ 
mains  room  2105,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  the  starting  time 
remains  9:30  am.,  e.d.s.t. 

In  view  of  the  change  in  hearing  dates, 
the  period  provided  for  request  to  speak 
and  submi^on  of  statements  has  been 
extended  correspondingly.  Requests  for 
an  opportunity  to  make  an  oral  presen¬ 
tation  must  now  be  received  by  Ju^  7, 
1975.  In  this  connection,  the  person  mak¬ 
ing  the  request  shall  leave  a  phone  num¬ 
ber  where  he  may  be  contacted  thrmigh 
July  11,  1975.  Eech  person  selected  to  be 
heard  will  be  so  notified  before  Jifiy  9, 
1975,  and  must  submit  100  copies  of  his 
statement  to  FEA  by  July  14.  m  addition, 
interested  persons  may  submit  questions, 
to  be  asked  of  persons  making  statements 
at  the  hearing,  through  July  11,  1975. 

Finally,  the  comment  period  has  also 
been  extended.  Under  the  revised  sched¬ 
ule,  all  comments  received  by  July  10. 
1975,  will  now  be  considered. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June 
23.  1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomxby,  Jr., 
General  Counsel 
(FR  DOC.7S-16719  Filed  6-84-7ir;9:a8  am] 
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This  ssctton  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  Is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7CFRPart921] 

HANDLING  OF  FRESH  PEACHES  GROWN 

IN  DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN  WASH¬ 
INGTON 

Proposed  Approval  of  Expenses  and  Fixing 

orf  Rate  of  Assessntent  for  1975-76 

Fiscal  Period 

This  notice  invites  written  comment 
relative  to  the  proposed  expenses  of  $9,- 
262  and  rate  of  assessment  of  $0.80  per 
ton  of  peaches  to  support  the  activities  of 
the  Washington  Pre^  Peau:h  Marketing 
Committee  for  the  1976-76  fiscad  period 
under  msu'keting  Order  No.  921. 

Cmisideration  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proposads  submitted  by  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Fresh  Peaudi  Meuketing  Commit¬ 
tee.  established  imder  the  marketing 
agreement,  and  Order  No.  921  (7  CFR 
Part  921),  regulating  the  handling  of 
fresh  peaichea  grown  in  designated 
counties  of  Washington,  effective  tmder 
the  appttcable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937. 
as  amended  (7  U.8.C.  601-674),  as  the 
agency  to  aulminister  the  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions  thereof: 

§  921.215  Expense#  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  That  expenses  that  au'e  reason¬ 
able  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by  the 
Washington  Fresh  Peach  Marketing 
Committee,  during  the  period  April  1, 
1975,  through  March  31,  1976,  will 
amount  $9,262;  and 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  for  such 
period,  payable  by  each  handler  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  {  921.41  be  fixed  at  $0.80 
per  ton  of  fresh  peaches. 

Terms  used  in  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  shall,  when  used  herein, 
have  the  same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the 
respective  term  in  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  siibmit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aforesaid  proposals 
should  file  the  same,  in  quadniplicate, 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Room  112, 
Administration  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250  not  later  than  July  25,  1975. 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  Inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Dated:  June  20, 1975. 

D.  6.  Kurtloski, 
Acting  Devuty  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service. 

(7R  Doc.78-16666  Filed  6-a4-76;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Parti] 

(Docket  No.  75P-00801 

FROZEN  DESSERTS  AND  DAIRY 
PRODUCTS 

Profxised  Exemption  From  Label 
Requirements 

Tlie  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  received  a  petition  submitted  by  the 
Milk  Industry  ^imdation  and  the  Inter¬ 
national  Association  of  Ice  Cream  Manu¬ 
facturers,  Washington,  DC,  proposing  an 
exemption  from  the  label  information 
placement  requirements  of  21  CFR  1.8d 
for  frozen  desserts  and  fiuid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  packaged  in  cylindrical  containers 
with  sepiarate  lids.  The  Commissioner 
proposes  certain  changes  in  the  content 
of  the  petition.  The  effect  of  the  Commis- 
atoner'B  proposal  would  be  to  exempt  con¬ 
ditionally  the  frozen  desserts  and  milk 
products  listed  in  S  l.lc(a)  (6)  (1)  and 
(7)  (i)  from  the  placement  requirements 
of  S  1.8d  for  the  information  required  by 
§  1.8a  (name  an  place  of  business),  S  1.10 
(ingredient  statement) ,  and  S  1.17  (nu¬ 
trition  labeling)  if  these  products  are 
packaged  in  cylindrical  containers  with 
separate  lids.  Comments  concerning  this 
proposal  may  be  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Cleik,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20852  on  or  before  August  25, 1975. 

The  petitioner’s  requested  revision  of 
S  1.8d(d)  would  add  a  new  subparagrai^ 
as  follows: 

Fluid  milk  products  and  frozen  desserts  as 
described  in  |  l.lc(a)  (6)  (i)  and  S  l.le(a)  (7) 
(i)  respectively,  and  the  products  made  in 
semblance  of  the  foregoing  when  packaged  in 
cylindrical  containers  consisting  of  a  sep¬ 
arate  Ud  and  body,  designed  for  use  by  more 
than  one  firm,  and  the  package  bears  nutri¬ 
tion  labeling,  shall  be  exempt  from  the 
placement  requirements  of  this  section,  pro¬ 
vided  that:  (i)  The  lid  is  designed  as  a  prin¬ 
cipal  display  panel  and  contains  the  name 
and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or 
distributor  as  required  by  t  1.8a.  (U)  The  lid 
is  not  required  to  bear  nutrition  labeling 
pursuant  to  t  1.17  or  an  ingredient  state¬ 
ment  piusuant  to  f  1.10  when  this  informa¬ 
tion  is  presented  on  the  body  of  the  container 
to  the  right  of  the  principal  display  panel. 

As  groimds  in  support  of  the  proposal, 
the  petition  states  that  most  manufac¬ 
turers  print  all  required  label  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  lid  of  the  container.  Since 
the  manufacturer’s  name  and  address 
does  not  appear  on  the  container  body, 
numerous  companies  are  able  to  use  a 
common  container  body  or  sidewall  and 
are  able  to  use  the  same  container  body 
for  different  products.  However,  the  peti¬ 
tion  stated  that  when  using  nutrition 
ifthftUng,  the  lid  will  not  accfxnmodate  all 


required  information.  Under  the  require¬ 
ments  of  S  1.8d,  if  any  information  re¬ 
quired  by  the  sections  listed  in  §  1.8d(b) . 
such  as  nutrition  labeling.  Is  printed  on 
the  body  of  the  container,  then  aU  other 
information  required  by  the  section.>^ 
listed  in  §  1.8d(b)  must  also  appear  on 
the  same  panel.  ’The  petition  stated  that 
the  cost  of  containers  would  rise  if  con¬ 
tainer  bodies  were  required  to  be  labeled 
with  the  name  and  address  of  the  Indi- 
\'idual  manufacturer,  in  effect  making 
the  container  body  a  custom  printed 
container  rather  than  an  oc>en  stock 
container, 

’The  petition  also  requested  that 
manufacturers  be  allowed  to  place  the 
ingredient  statement  on  either  the  lid  or 
the  body  of  the  container  since  a  dairy 
product  may  be  made  using  different 
Ingredients  and  yet  retain  the  same  nu¬ 
trient  content.  Thus,  if  allowed  to  place 
the  ingredient  statement  on  the  lid, 
manufacturers  using  different  recipes 
would  be  able  to  utilize  the  same  body 
printed  with  nutrition  labeling.  ’The  peti¬ 
tion  concluded  that  if  the  requested  ex¬ 
emption  is  not  granted,  maniifacturers 
would  be  forced  to  have  container  bodies 
custom  printed  with  the  name  and 
address  of  the  manufacturer,  and  the  in¬ 
gredient  statement,  whenever  nutrition 
labeling  is  used.  It  would  then  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  manufacturers  to  pass  the  re- 
siiltant  Increased  costs  on  to  the 
consumer. 

'The  petition  is  available  for  inspection 
in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  CHerk,  FV>od 
and  Drug  Administration. 

’The  Commissioner  has  considered  the 
petition  and  is  In  basic  agreemoit  with 
its  content.  However,  he  has  made  cer¬ 
tain  changes  in  the  petitioner’s  proposal 
’The  Commissioner’s  proposal  differs 
from  the  petition  in  that  reference  to 
products  made  using  fluid  milk  has  been 
eliminated  since  the  exemption  should 
also  apply  to  dairy  products  made  from 
other  forms  of  milk.  ’The  phrase  “de¬ 
signed  for  use  by  more  than  one  firm’’ 
has  also  been  eliminated.  Although  the 
exemption  is  intended  to  allow  the  con¬ 
tinued  use  of  open  stock  containers,  it 
is  not  necessary  to  state  this  fact  in  a 
labeling  regulation.  The  Commissioner’s 
proposal,  in  accordance  with  the  peti¬ 
tion,  contains  the  following  provisions; 
(1)  ’That  the  list  of  ingredients  may  ap¬ 
pear  either  on  the  lid  or  on  the  container 
body;  (2)  that  nutrition  labeling  is  not 
required  to  appear  on  the  lid  if  this 
information  appears  on  the  body;  and 
(3)  that  the  name  and  address  of  the 
responsible  firm  will  not  be  required  to 
appear  on  the  body  of  the  container  if 
this  Information  appears  on  the  lid. 

The  Conunlssioner’s  proposal  also 
differs  from  the  petition  In  that  the 
products  would  be  exempted  from  the 
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placement  requirements  of  1 1.8d  only  to 
the  extent  described  In  the  proposed 
amendment,  rather  than  being  com¬ 
pletely  exempted  from  all  placement  re¬ 
quirements  of  f  1.8d.  For  example,  the 
requirement  of  §  1.8d(d)  that  informa¬ 
tion  required  pursuant  to  any  given  sec¬ 
tion  shall  all  appear  on  the  same  panel 
would  remain  in  effect,  except  as  specif¬ 
ically  exempted  by  this  proposal. 

As  authorized  by  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553(d)(1)),  the 
Commissioner  proposes  to  make  the  final 
regulation  effective  upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  since  it  would 
grant  an  exemption  from  existing  re¬ 
quirements  and  would  not  impose  addi¬ 
tional  burdens  on  anyone. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
toe  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201,  403,  701(a),  52  Stat.  1040- 
1042  as  amended;  1047-1048  as  amended, 
1055;  21  U.S.C.  321,  343,  371(a))  and 
imder  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  he  proposes 
that  9  1.8d  be  amended  by  designating 
the  present  text  as  (d)(1)  and  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (d)  (2)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.8d  Food  labeling;  information  panel. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(d)  •  •  • 

(2)  Any  of  the  foods  listed  in 
9  l.lc(a)  (6)  (1)  and  9  l.lc(a)  (7)  (i) ,  when 
packaged  in  a  cylindrical  or  nearly  cylin¬ 
drical  container  consisting  of  a  separate 
lid  and  body  and  bearing  nutrition  label¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  9  1.17,  and  the  lid  is 
designed  as  a  principal  display  panel, 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  placement  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  respects: 

(i)  The  name  and  place  of  business 
Information  required  by  9  1.8a  shall  not 
be  required  on  the  body  of  the  container 
If  this  information  appears  on  the  lid  in 
accordance  with  this  section. 

(ii)  The  nutrition  information  re¬ 
quired  by  9  1.17  shall  not  be  required  on 
the  lid  if  this  information  appears  on  the 
container  body  in  accordance  with  this 
section. 

(ill)  The  statement  of  ingredients  re¬ 
quired  by  9  1.10  shall  not  be  required  on 
the  lid  if  this  information  appears  on  the 
container  body  in  accordance  with  this 
section.  Further,  such  Information  is 
not  required  on  the  container  body  if  this 
Information  appears  on  the  lid  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
August  25,  1975,  submit  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administratlcm, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville, 
MD  20852,  written  comments  regarding 
this  proposal.  Comments  shall  be  filed 
In  qulntupllcate  and  shall  be  identified 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  docket  numba: 
found  in  the  document  heading.  Re¬ 
ceived  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  ofiBce  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated;  June  18, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Astociate  Commissioner 
tor  Compliance. 

[FR  £>oo.7i-165ia  FUed  6-24-7S;8:45  am] 


[21  CFR  Part  121  ] 

(Docket  No.  750-0116] 

BLECTROLYTIC  DIAPHRAGM  PROCESS 
FOR  SALT 

Proposed  Revocation 

The  Ctotnmissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Is  proposing  to  revoke  9  121.1261  Electro- 
lytic  diaphroffm  process  for  salt  (21  CFR 
121.1261).  Comments  must  be  submitted 
by  August  25,  1975. 

The  Commissioner,  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  September  23,  1974  (39  FR 
34192) ,  issued  a  food  additive  regulation 
for  the  production  of  by-product  food 
grade  salt  (sodium  chloride)  from  the 
electrolytic  diaphragm  process  (21  CFR 
121.1261).  In  addition  to  requiring  that 
this  salt  meet  the  specifications  of  the 
Food  C2iemlcals  Codex.  2d  Ed.  (1972), 
the  regulation  required  that  the  salt 
contain  not  more  than  0.065  percent  al¬ 
kalinity  (calculated  as  sodium  hydrox¬ 
ide)  and  that  the  electrodes  used  in  the 
process  not  produce  impurities  that  are 
not  present  in  salt  produced  by  other 
means.  The  regrulation  resulted  from  a 
petition  requesting  affirmation  of  the 
generally  recognized  as  safe  (GRAS) 
status  of  the  product  salt,  and  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  12,  1973  (38  PR  15471),  on  behalf 
of  the  petitioner.  Bernstein,  Alper, 
Shoene,  and  Friedman. 

Within  the  SOday  objection  period  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  order,  the  Salt  Institute 
(hereinafter  called  the  Institute)  filed 
objections  to  the  regulation  and  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  based  on  these  objec¬ 
tions.  Among  the  objections  of  the  In¬ 
stitute  was  the  allegation  that  salt 
produced  by  this  process  may  be  contam¬ 
inated  with  asbestos  fibers.  This  allega¬ 
tion  was  supported  with  the  description 
of  the  conventional  electrolytic  dia¬ 
phragm  process,  which  employs  an  as¬ 
bestos  fiber  diaphragm  supported  on  the 
siuface  of  the  cathode.  This  allegation, 
and  toe  Commissioner’s  concern  about 
possible  asbestos  contamination  of  this 
salt,  was  referred  to  toe  petitioner. 

liie  petitioner  responded  to  this  al¬ 
legation  by  assuring  the  Commissioner 
that  toe  company  it  represented  was  ca¬ 
pable  of  removing  any  asbestos  or  other 
Impurity  from  toe  product  salt.  This  as¬ 
surance  included  a  statement  from  toe 
petitioner  that  a  sample  of  this  refined 
salt  had  been  subject^  to  rigorous  test¬ 
ing  by  expert  microscoplsts  and  hsto  been 
found  to  be  free  of  eusbestos  fibers.  Final 
reassurance  of  toe  high  purity  of  this 
salt  was  given  in  a  letter  of  transmittal, 
which  accompanied  a  “pilot  scale”  sample 
of  toe  salt  that  was  requested  by  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA). 

Three  independent  analyses  have 
demonstrated  the  presence  of  unusually 
high  levels  of  chrysotile  asbestos  fibers  in 
the  salt  sample  received  by  the  FDA.  In 
the  performed  analyses,  unidentified 
samples  of  chemical  reagent  grade  salt, 
food  grade  table  salt  (purchased  from  a 
local  Washington.  DC,  supermarket) . 
and  the  subject  salt  (the  “pilot  scale” 
sample)  were  analyzed  by  a  single  optical 
microscopic  method  and  two  electron 
microscopic  techniques.  While  one  of  the 
electron  microscopic  techniques  and  the 


optical  method  did  not  identify  asbestos 
fibers  in  either  toe  reagent  or  toe  food 
grade  salt,  the  equivalent  of  221  chryso¬ 
tile  asbestos  fibers  (up  to  0.8  millimeter 
long)  was  found  in  25  grams  of  toe  sub¬ 
ject  salt  by  optical  microscopy,  and  the 
equivalent  of  approximately  16  million 
chrysotile  asbestos  fibers  (averaging  3.7 
microns  long,  0.06  micron  in  diameter, 
and  equivalent  to  0.44  part  per  million 
asbestos  by  weight)  was  found  per  gram 
of  this  same  salt  by  electron  microscopy. 
The  third  analysis,  with  higher  rescdution 
electron  microscopy,  found  chrysotile 
asbestos  fibers  in  all  toree  samples.  These 
levels  were  equivalent  to  200,000  fibers 
(1.0  micron  average  length)  per  gram  of 
the  chemical  reagent  grade  salt,  80,000 
fibers  (1.0  micron  average  length)  per 
gram  of  the  food  grade  table  salt,  and 
84  million  fibers  (1.7  microns  average 
length)  per  gram  of  toe  subject  salt.  De¬ 
tails  of  the  results  of  these  analyses  are 
on  display  in  toe  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (address  noted  below) . 

Based  on  the  information  above,  the 
Commissioner  is  staying  toe  effective 
date  of  this  regulation  and  proposing  its 
revocation.  An  order  sta3dng  the  regula¬ 
tion  and  ruling  on  toe  objections  of  the 
Institute  is  published  elsewhere  in  this 
issue  of  toe  Federal  Register  (40 
FR  26675).  The  Commissioner  further 
advises  consumers  that  toe  petitioner 
advised  him  that  none  of  this  salt  has 
has  been  marketed  by  the  company  it 
represents. 

The  Commissioner  has  concluded  that 
revocation  of  this  order  is  justified.  The 
amount  of  Impurity  in  toe  sample  of 
salt  produced  by  the  electrolytic  dia¬ 
phragm  process  is  greater  by  several  or¬ 
ders  of  magnitude  than  that  in  the  sam¬ 
ple  of  salt  produced  by  conventional 
means. 

The  Commissioner  therefore  concludes 
that,  under  the  conditions  specified  in 
the  regulation,  the  additional  data  fail 
to  establish  that  the  electrolytic  dia¬ 
phragm  process  is  capable  of  producing 
food  grade  salt  that  does  not  contain 
levels  of  asbestos  impurity  greatly  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  those  in  conventionally  produced 
salt,  and  thus  that  a  fair  evaluation  of 
such  data  falls  to  establish  that  toe  elec¬ 
trolytic  diaphragm  process  is  safe  under 
toe  conditions  specified  in  toe  regulation. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  201  (s).  409,  701(a).  52  Stat. 
1055,  72  Stat.  1784-1788  as  amended  (21 
U.S.C.  321  (s).  348,  371(a)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  him  (21  CFR 
2.120),  the  Commissioner  proposes  that 
Part  121  be  amended  in  Subpart  D — ^Food 
Additives  Permitted  in  Food  for  Human 
Consumption,  by  revoking  9 121.1261 
Electrolytic  diaphragm  process  for  salt. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
August  25,  1975,  file  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville. 
MD  20852,  written  comments  (preferably 
in  qulntupllcate)  regarding  this  pro¬ 
posal.  Received  comments  may  be  seen  in 
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the  above  office  during  working  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  June  18,  1975. 

Sherwin  Gardner, 
Deputy  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 
[FR  Doc.75~  16515  Filed  6-  24-75;8:45  am) 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service 
[  45  CFR  Part  213  ] 

PRE-HEARING  DISCOVERY  IN  HEARINGS 
TO  STATES  ON  CONFORMITY  OF  PUBLIC 
A'  SISTANCE  PLANS  TO  FEDERAL  RE- 
vUIREMENTS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  regula¬ 
tions  set  forth  ill  tentative  form  below 
are  proposed  by  the  Administrator,  So¬ 
cial  and  Rehabilitation  Service,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare.  The  proposed 
regulations  provide  for  prehearing  dis¬ 
covery  in  formal  administrative  hearings 
accorded  under  45  CFR  Part  213.  Under 
the  proposed  regulations,  the  full  range 
of  discovery  provided  in  the  Federal 
Rules  of  Civil  Procedure  will  be  available 
to  parties  designated  in  the  Notice  of 
Hearing,  subject  to  the  power  of  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer  to  limit  such  discovery  to 
prevent  undue  delays  in  the  conduct  erf 
the  hearing. 

Under  current  rules  States  involved  in 
hearing  imder  Part  213  have  ample  op¬ 
portunity  to  apprise  themselves  of  tehe 
Department’s  position  em  the  issues  in 
the  hearing  and  to  obtain  all  relevant 
and  unprivileged  documents  by  making  a 
request  for  documrats  under  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552. 
The  Department  has  no  comparable  op¬ 
portunity  to  conduct  discovery  against 
the  State  on  these  issues  except  in  those 
unusual  circumstances  where  the  State 
Involved  in  the  hearing  might  have  its 
freedom  of  information  act  and  it  is  as 
broad  as  the  Federal  Act.  This  disparity 
in  the  opportunity  of  the  parties  to  a 
Part  21S  hearing  to  acquaint  themselves 
with  relevant  information  possessed  by 
the  other  party  prior  to  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  hewing  clearly  hinders  a 
full  developmmt  of  all  the  issues  at  the 
hearing  and  does  not  accord  to  both 
equally  the  opportunity  to  avoid  surprise 
during  the  course  of  the  hearing. 

The  pn^ixised  regulations  shall  be 
effective  ui>on  publication  in  final  form 
with  respect  to  all  hearings  commenced 
pursuant  to  45  CFR  213.11  subsequent  to 
such  publication,  and  to  all  hearings  then 
in  progress,  upon  request  of  any  party,  if 
the  Presiding  Officer  determines  that  ap¬ 
plication  of  this  regulation  will  not  delay 
the  expeditious  conduct  of  the  hearing  or 
prejudice  the  rights  of  any  party  thereto. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  proposed 
regulations,  consideration  wdll  be  given 
to  any  suggestions,  comments  or  objec¬ 
tions  thereto  which  are  received  in  writ¬ 
ing  by  the  Administrator,  Social  and  Re¬ 
habilitation  Service,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  PO.  Box 
2372,  Washington,  D.C.,  20013,  on  or  be¬ 


fore  July  25,  1975.  Comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
room  5324  of  the  Departments  offices  at 
330  C  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C..  on 
Monday  thru  Friday  of  each  week  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  (area  code  202- 
245-0950) . 

(Sec.  1103,  49  Stat.  647  (42  UA.C.  1302)) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Number  13.714,  Medical  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram;  13.748,  Work  Incentive  Program-Child 
Care-Employment  Related  Support  Services: 
13.754,  Public  Assistance-Social  Services;  13.- 
761,  Public  Assistance-Maintenance  A-sslst- 
ance  (State  Aid) ) 

Dated:  June  9,  1975. 

John  A.  Svahn, 
Administrator,  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  June  19,  1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary. 

Part  213,  CTiapter  II,  Title  45  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  revising  §  213.22  and  adding  a  new 
S  213.23a,  as  set  forth  below: 

§  213.22  Authority  of  presiding  olTii’er. 

(а)  The  presiding  officer  shall  have 
the  duty  to  conduct  a  fair  hearing,  to 
avoid  delay,  maintain  order,  and  make 
a  record  of  the  proceedings.  He  shall 
have  all  powers  necessary  to  accomplish 
these  ends,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
the  power  to: 

(1)  CThange  the  date,  time,  and  place 
of  the  hearing,  upon  due  notice  to  the 
parties.  This  includes  the  power  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  hearing  in  whole  or  in  part 
In  hearings  pursuant  to  section  1116(a) 

(2)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (see 
S  201.4  of  this  chapter) ,  changes  of  time 
are  subject  to  the  requirements  of  the 
statute. 

(2)  Hold  conferences  to  settle  or  sim¬ 
plify  the  issues  in  a  proceeding,  or  to 
consider  other  matters  that  may  aid 
In  the  expeditious  disposition  of  the 
proceeding. 

(3)  Regulate  participation  of  parties 
and  amici  curiae  and  require  parties  and 
amici  curiae  to  state  their  position  with 
respect  to  the  various  issues  in  the 
proceeding. 

(4)  Administer '  oaths  and  affirma¬ 
tions. 

(5)  Rule  on  motions  and  other  pro¬ 
cedural  items  on  matters  pending  be¬ 
fore  him  including  Issuance  of  protective 
orders  or  other  relief  to  a  party  against 
whom  discovery  is  sought. 

(б)  Regulate  the  course  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  conduct  of  counsel  therein. 

(7\  Examine  witnesses. 

(8) ’  Receive,  rule  on,  exclude  or  limit 
evidence  or  discovery. 

(9)  Fix  the  time  for  filing  motions, 
petitions,  briefs,  or  other  items  in  mat¬ 
ters  pending  before  him. 

(10)  If  the  presiding  officer  is  the 
Administrator,  make  a  final  decision. 

(11)  If  the  presiding  officer  is  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner,  certify  the  entire  record 
Including  his  recommended  findings  and 
proposed  decision  to  the  Administrator. 


(12)  Take  any  action  authorized  by 
the  rules  in  this  part  or  in  conformance 
witli  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  551-559. 

(b)  The  presiding  officer  does  hot  have 
authority  to  compel  by  subpena  the 
production  of  witnesses,  papers,  or  other 
evidence. 

(c)  If  the  presiding  officer  is  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner,  his  authority  pertains  to 
the  Issues  of  compliance  by  a  State  with 
Federal  requirements  which  are  to  be 
considered  at  the  hearing,  and  does  not 
extend  to  the  question  of  w’hether,  in  case 
of  any  noncompliance.  Federal  payments 
will  not  be  made  in  respect  to  the  entire 
State  plan  or  will  be  limited  to  categories 
under  or  parts  of  the  State  plan  affected 
by  such  nonccMnpliance. 

§  213.23a  Discovery. 

The  Department  and  any  party  named 
in  the  Notice  Issued  pursuant  to  5  213.11 
shall  have  the  right  to  conduct  discovery 
(including  depositions)  against  opposing 
parties.  Rules  26-37  of  the  Peder^  Rules 
of  Cfivll  Procedures  shall  apply  to  such 
proceedings;  there  will  be  no  fixed  rule 
on  priority  of  discovery.  Upon  written 
motion,  the  Presiding  Officer  shall 
promptly  rule  upon  any  objection  to  such 
discovery  action  initiated  pursuant  to 
thLs  section.  The  Presiding  Officer  shall 
also  have  the  power  to  grant  a  protec¬ 
tive  order  or  relief  to  any  party  against 
whom  discovery  is  sought  and  to  restrict 
or  control  discovery  so  as  to  prevent  un¬ 
due  delay  in  the  conduct  of  the  hearing. 
Upon  the  failure  of  any  party  to  make 
discovery,  the  Presiding  Officer  may,  in 
his  dlscr^on,  issue  any  order  and  im¬ 
pose  any  sanction  (other  than  contempt 
orders)  authorized  by  Rule  37  of  the 
Federal  Rules  of  Cdvil  Procedure. 

[FR  Doe.75-16501  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-EA-41] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  SS  71.171  and 
71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the  Quantlco, 
Va.,  control  zone  (40  FR  419)  and  tran¬ 
sition  area  (40  FR  576) . 

The  Quantlco,  Virginia,  Control  Zone 
horn's  kre  presently  designated  as  be¬ 
ing  effective,  “from  0700  to  1800  hours, 
local  time,  Thursday  through  Monday; 
from  0700  to  sunset  plus  2  hours  and  45 
minutes,  local  time,  Tuesday  and 
Wednesday.” 

In  order  to  accommodate  increasing 
operational  commitments  and  to  per¬ 
mit  more  fiexible  aircraft  utilization  and 
scheduling,  the  U.S.  Marine  Corps  has 
requested  that  the  control  zone  designa¬ 
tion  be  amended  to  provide  for  minor 
variations  in  the  times  of  control  zone 
designation  by  the  Issuance  of  a  Notice 
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to  Airmen,  and  to  prvoide  for  revistoa  to 
the  UHF  NDB  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  for  Quantico  MCAS  (Turner 
Field) ,  Quantico,  Va. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  Tiews  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director.  Eastern  Re¬ 
gion,  Attn;  Chief,  Air  Trafflc  Division. 
Department  of  Transportation.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal 
Building.  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  Jamaica,  New  York  11430.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
July  25,  1975  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  may  be 
made  for  infcamial  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  offi¬ 
cials  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
and  Procedures  Branch.  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel.  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamacia,  New  York. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Quantico.  Virginia,  proposes  the  air¬ 
space  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  { 71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regiilatioas  by  deleting 
the  description  of  the  Quantico,  Va.  con¬ 
trol  zone  in  its  entirety  and  by  substitut¬ 
ing  the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  center,  lat. 
S8‘30'16''  N.,  long.  77*18'16"  W.  of  Quantico 
MCAS  (Turner  Field)  Quantico,  Va.;  within 
a  miles  each  side  of  the  Brooke,  Va.  VORTAC 
013*  radled,  extending  from  the  5-Klle  radius 
zone  to  lA  miles  north  of  the  VORTAC  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  183*  bearing 
from  the  Quantloe  UHF  RUN,  extending  from 
the  6-mlle  radius  zone  to  8.5  miles  south  of 
the  RBN.  Ttiis  control  sone  Is  effective  dur¬ 
ing  the  specific  dates  and  times  established 
in  advance  by  a  Notloe  to  Airmen.  The  effec¬ 
tive  date  and  time  wUl  thereafter  be  con¬ 
tinuously  published  in  the  Airman’s  Infor¬ 
mation  Manual. 

2.  Amend  f  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  deleting 
the  description  of  the  Quantico,  Va. 
transition  area  In  its  entirety  and  by 
substituting  the  following  in  lieu  thereof : 

That  airspace  exten^ng  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  svn'face  within  a  0-mlle  radius 
of  the  center,  lat.  S8*30'15"  N.,  long.  77*18'- 
15"  W.  of  Quaatloo  MCAS  (Turner  Field) 
QuanWoo,  Vs.;  within  a  •.5-mUe  radius  of 
the  center  of  the  airport,  extending  clock¬ 
wise  from  a  270*  bearing  to  a  350*  bearing 
from  the  airport;  within  6.5  miles  east  and 

4.6  miles  west  of  the  Brooke.  Va.  VORTAC 
013*  radial  and  103*  radial,  extending  from 

6.6  miles  south  of  the  VCHITAC  to  11.5  miles 
north  of  the  VORTAC. 

This  amendmrat  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 


Act  of  1058  (72  Btat.  740;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 
and  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  13. 
1976. 

Brian  J.  Vinczht, 
Actino  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

I FR  Doe  76-16447  Filed  6-84-T5;8;46  am] 


[14CFRPart  71] 

[  .Aisspace  Docket  No.  75-EA-43 1 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  P^eral  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  S  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
so  as  to  designate  a  Chase  City,  Va., 
transition  area. 

A  new  NDB  instrument  'approach 
procedure  is  in  development  for  the 
Chase  City  Municipal  Airport.  Chase 
caty,  Va.  Provision  of  controlled  airspace 
for  IFR  arrival  and  departure  aircraft 
at  the  Cffiase  City  Municipal  Airport  will 
require  the  designation  of  a  700-foot 
floor  transition  area. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region. 
Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Aiiport, 
Jamaica,  New  York  11430.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before 
July  25.  1975  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  may  be  made  for 
Informal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Chief.  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch.  Eastern  Regioa. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  iNuposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Jc^  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  New  York. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Chase  City,  Virginia  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  8  71.181  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  the  Chase 
City,  Virginia  700-foot  floor  transition 
area  as  follows: 

Chask  Cxtt,  Tibcinia 

TTiat  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5  xilie  radius 
of  the  oeater  of  Chase  City  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Chase  City,  Va.  (lat.  36*47’18"  N..  long. 
76*30'06"  W.);  and  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  a  178*  bearing  from  the  Chase  City,  Va. 
radio  beaeon  (lat.  36*47'21"  N.,  long. 

78*80’06"  W.)  extending  from  «ie  6.6  mile 


radius  area  to  6  miles  south  of  tiie  radio 
beacon. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  F^eral  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749:  49  U.S.C.  1348) 
and  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.B.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y,,  on  June  13, 
1975. 

Brian  J.  Vincent, 
Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 

[PR  Doc.76-16448  Pfiod  6-«4-75;8:46  am] 


[14CFRPart71] 

(Airspcuie  Docket  No,  76-E1A-45] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Admlnisti’ation 
is  considering  amending  88  71.171  and 
71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviatloa 
Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the  Hagers¬ 
town,  Md.,  control  zone  (40  FP,  387)  and 
Transition  Area  (40  FR  505) . 

A  new  ILS  Rwy  27  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  has  been  developed  for 
Hagerstown  Regional  Airport,  Hagers¬ 
town,  Md.  A  review  of  the  controlled  air¬ 
space  requirements  Indicates  that  alter¬ 
ation  of  the  Hagerstown,  Md.,  control 
zone  (40  FR  887, 14741)  and  HagerstowH, 
Md.,  transition  area  (40  FTl  505)  Is  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  controlled  airspace 
protection  for  aircraft  executing  the  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Dlreotor,  Eastern  Region, 
Attn:  Chief,  Air  Trafflc  Division,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York  11430.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  July  25, 
1975  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  may  be  made  for  Informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  by  contacting  the 
CThlef,  Air^Mce  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  'The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration.  Federal  Building, 
John  P.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Hagerstown,  Maryland,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth : 

1.  Amend  8  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  dieting 
the  description  of  the  Hagerstown,  Md. 
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control  zone  and  by  substituting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  in  lieu  thereof : 

"Within  m  S-mll*  nuUus  ot  the  center, 
39*42'27''  N,.  77*43'60"  W,  ot  Hagerstown 
Regional  Airport,  Hagerstown,  Md.;  within 
3  miles  each  side  of  the  Ha^rstown,  Md. 
VOR  2S9*  rftdial  and  059*  radial,  extending 
from  8.5  miles  southwest  of  the  VOR  to  2 
miles  northeast  of  the  VOR;  within  3  miles 
each  side  of  the  Hagerstown,  Md.  VOR  084* 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
zone  to  the  VOR;  within  8.5  miles  each  side 
of  the  Hagerstown  Regional  Airport  IL8  Run¬ 
way  27  localizer  course,  extending  from  the 
localizer  to  IS  miles  east  of  the  localizer. 
This  control  zone  Is  effective  from  0600  to 
2230  hoiu^,  local  time,  daily.’* 

2.  Amend  !  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  deleting 
the  description  of  the  Hagerstown,  Md. 
transition  area  and  by  substituting  the 
following  in  lieu  thereof : 

"That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  S-rnlle  radius 
of  the  center.  39*42 '27"  N..  77*43'50"  W..  of 
Hagerstown  Regional  AlriMrt,  Hagerstown, 
Md4  within  8.5  miles  each  side  of  the  Hagers- 
tosm,  Md.,  VOR  239*  radial  and  059*  radial, 
extending  from  11  miles  southwest  of  the 
VOR  to  3  miles  northeast  of  the  VOR;  within 
5  miles  each  side  of  the  Hagerstown.  Md.  VOR 
081*  radial,  extending  from  the  VOR  to  21 
miles  east  of  the  VOR;  within  6.5  miles  north 
and  4.5  miles  south  of  the  Hagerstown  Re¬ 
gional  Airport  HjS  Runway  27  localizer 
course,  extending  from  5A  miles  west  to  llA 
miles  east  of  the  Intersection  of  the  i  lH 
Runway  27  localizer  course  and  the  Frederick. 
Md.  VOR  845*  radial.’* 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under 
Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (72  Stat  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) ; 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Traas- 
portaUon  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  In  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  June  13, 
1975. 

Brian  J.  Vincent, 
Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-16446  FUed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


[14CFRPart  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-01r-44] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Avlatioh  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Black 
River  Falls,  Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  may  particit>ate  In 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traflac  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  2300  East  Devon, 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  July  25, 1975 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearirr  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of- 
flclal§  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 


Any  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
be  submitted  in  writing  In  accordance 
with  this  notice  In  order  to  beccune  part 
of  the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  In  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  ttie  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  2300  East 
Devon,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018. 

An  instrument  approach  procedure 
has  been  developed  for  the  Black  River 
Falls  Airport.  Consequently,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  controlled  airspace  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  this  new 
approach  procedure  by  designating  a 
transition  area  at  Black  River  Falls, 
Wisconsin. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441) ,  the  foUowing 
transition  area  is  added: 

^  Black  River  Falls,  Wisconsin 

’That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  tbe  stirface  within  a  6^-mile 
radius  of  the  Black  River  Falls  Airport  (Lati¬ 
tude  44*16’06"  N..  Longitude  eo*51'06"  W.); 
and  within  3  miles  each  aide  of  the  098* 
bearing  from  the  Black  River  Falls  Airport, 
extending  from  tbe  6^-mile  radius  area  to 
8  miles  east  of  the  airport. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UJS.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  In  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  on  June  9, 
1975. 

John  M.  CTtrocki, 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Dec.75-164S0  FUed  6-24-75.8:46  am] 


[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-KE-25] 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  cooaldering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  a  700-foot  transition 
area  at  Wiscasset,  Maine. 

A  non-federal  NDB  is  being  installed 
at  the  Wiscasset  Airport,  Wiscasset, 
Maine.  An  Instrument  Approach  Proce¬ 
dure  is  being  developed  utilizing  this 
non-chrectional  radio  beacon,  and  It  Is 
necessary  to  establish  a  transition  area 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  this  procedure. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  de¬ 
sire.  Communications  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director,  New 
England  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation.  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  12  New  England  Executive  Park, 


Burlington.  Massachusetts  01803.  All 
communications  received  (m  or  before 
July  15,  1975  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  hearing  is  contemplated- at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  may  be 
made  for  Informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  New 
England  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  Uie  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration.  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal 
area  of  Wiscasset.  Maine,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  8  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
add  the  following  transition  area : 

WiscASSwr,  Mainz 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile 
radius  of  the  Center.  43*67'40"  N,  69*42'60" 
W,  of  tbe  Wlscaaset,  Maine,  Alrp^;  within 
6-mlle8  on  the  north  side  cmd  4-mlle8  on  the 
south  Bide  of  the  252*  and  072*  bearings 
from  the  Wiscasset,  Maine,  NDB,  43*58’67" 
N.  60*38'27"  W,  extending  to  5.5  miles 
southwest,  and  11.5  mUes  northeast  of  the 
NDB;  excluding  that  i>ortlon  which  coincides 
wim  the  Brunswick,  Maine,  700-foot  tran¬ 
sition  area. 

under  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  n.S.C. 
1348)  and  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  Jime  5,  1975. 

Qukntin  S.  Taylor, 
Direotor,  New  England  Region. 

(FR  Doe.75-ie461  FUed  6-24-75; 8: 45  am] 


[14CFRPart  71] 

[AJrspaee  Docket  No.  75-BM-22] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  would  alter  the  transition  area  at 
Jackson.  Wyoming. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Park  Hill  Station 
P.O.  Box  7213,  Denver,  Colorado  80207. 
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All  commimlcations  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  25,  1975  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  Informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  offi¬ 
cials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 
data,  views,  or  argiunents  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
In  the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examinatlcm  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  10455  E.  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010. 

An  Instrument  landing  system  (ILS) 
will  be  installed  to  serve  Jackson’s  Hole 
Airport.  Additional  controlled  airspace  is 
required  to  accommodate  aircraft  con¬ 
ducting  the  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  that  will  be  developed. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
PAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action: 

In  Federal  Aviation  Regulation  Part 
71,  s  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  description 
of  the  Jackson,  WyOTning  transition  area 
is  amended  to  read: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  Irom  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
circle  centered  on  the  Jackson's  Hole  Airport- 
(latitude  43*36'24''  N,  longitude  110'’44'14’' 
W),  within  8J  miles  west  and  9.5  miles  east 
of  the  Jackson  VOR  a00*44'13’'  W),  within 
6.6  miles  west  end  9.5  miles  east  of  the 
Jackson  VOR  300*  radial,  extending  from 
the  VOR  to  24.6  mUee  south;  and  within  2.6 
miles  each  side  of  the  Jackson  VOR  020*  ra¬ 
dial  extending  from  the  VOR  to  12  miles 
north  of  the  VOR:  and  that  alrspctce  extend¬ 
ing  upward  froan  1300  feet  aboee  the  surface 
within  6  miles  west  and  OA  miles  east  of  the 
Jackson  VOR  OtO*  radial  extending  from  the 
VOR  to  37.6  miles  north  of  the  VOR;  within  6 
miles  each  side  of  the  Jackson  VOR  107*  ra¬ 
dial  extending  from  the  VOR  to  15  miles 
east  of  the  VOR;  and  within  6  miles  north 
and  9  miles  south  of  the  Dunoir,  Wyoming 
VOR  102*  and  283*  radiate  extending  from  8 
mUes  east  to  21  mUes  west  of  Dunoir  VOR. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under  au¬ 
thority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a)),  of  section  8(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Aurora,  Colo.,  June  26, 1975. 

M.  M.  Martin, 
Director, 

Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

IFR  Doc.75-16449  Plied  6-24  -75;8:46  am] 


Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  Board 
[  49  CFR  Part  172  ] 

I  Docket  No.  HM-103;  Notice  No.  73-10] 

HAZARD  INFORMATION  SYSTEM 
Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposal 

In  the  January *24,  1974,  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (39  PR  3164)  the  Hazardous  Mate¬ 


rials  Regulations  Board  (the  Board) 
published  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  seeking  public  comment  on,  among 
other  things,  a  system  to  idenWy  haz¬ 
ards  of  materials  during  transportation 
known  popularly  as  the  Haza^  Infor¬ 
mation  (HI)  System.  Within  the  frame¬ 
work  of  these  proposed  regulations,  the 
Board  proposed  the  use  of  numerical 
identifiers  (hazard  information  num¬ 
bers)  as  the  mechanism  for  conveying 
the  hazards  and  multiple  hazards  of  dif¬ 
ferent  materials. 

Hundreds  of  comments  were  received 
by  the  Board  on  the  proposal  and  many 
interested  persons  attended  a  public 
meeting  on  February  14,  1974,  seeking 
assistance  in  their  efforts  to  understand 
fully  the  proposed  HI  System.  There  was 
also  a  public  hearing  held  on  February 
11  and  12, 1975,  that,  among  other  things, 
served  as  a  forum  for  the  receipt  of  writ¬ 
ten  and  oral  comments  from  persons  who 
were  proponents  of  other  methods  per¬ 
taining  to  the  communication  of  hazards 
of  materials  during  transportation. 

What  has  become  clear  to  the  Board 
as  a  result  of  the  oral  and  written  com¬ 
ments  is  that  there  is  a  definite  lack  of 
agreement  among  the  carrier  and  shipper 
industries  affected,  emergency  response 
personnel,  and  the  general  public  as  to 
the  merits  of  the  HI  System.  Disagree¬ 
ment  arises  with  assertions  that  the  sys¬ 
tem  is  too  complex,'it6  economic  burdens 
are  too  great,  the  HI  numbers  do  not  ade¬ 
quately  communicate  hazard  informa¬ 
tion,  and  that  other  hazard  communica¬ 
tion  systems  need  to  be  evaluated  by  the 
Board  and  made  available  for  public 
comment. 

The  assertion  of  complexity  is  based  on 
the  assumption  that  any  system  must  be 
workable  from  the  standpoint  of  carrier 
and  shipping  industry  personsttl  to  as¬ 
sure  a  high  degree  of  correct  compUanoe. 
A  large  number  of  eommeaters  stated 
that  the  proposed  HI  System  is  not  work¬ 
able  for  this  purpose,  'i^th  iqjproximate- 
ly  59  two-digit  hazard  information  num¬ 
bers  to  be  applied  according  to  specified 
criteria  to  the  14  different  placai-ds  en¬ 
visioned  by  the  proposal,  there  has  been 
serious  concern  expressed  whether  proper 
afflxment  of  the  correct  type  and  number 
of  placards  on  a  transput  vehicle  by 
either  shipper  or  carrier  personnel  can  be 
achieved  without  massive  education  and 
re-education  programs.  The  concern  with 
complexity  is  heightened  when  placard¬ 
ing  of  mixed  loads  is  considered. 

The  foreseeable  economic  burden  of 
the  proposed  HI  System  is  considered 
by  the  Board  as  too  great  in  lU^t  of  the 
division  over  the  merits  of  the  system 
and  is  of  special  concern  because  of  the 
present  economic  situation.  Again  in 
terms  of  the  economic  question,  it  has 
been  expressed  that  the  international  im¬ 
plications  of  any  imllateral  U.S.  action 
are  enormous.  It  has  been  stated  that  it 
is  economically  essential  that  whatever 
system  we  adopt  be  either  adopted  by  the 
United  Nations  or  be  compatible  with  the 
U.N.  System  (still  under  development). 

Doubts  have  also  been  expre.®sed  about 
whether  the  two-digit  Hazard  Informa¬ 
tion  Number  adequately  communicates 


hazard  information.  The  reliance  on 
Hazard  Information  Cards  in  addition 
to  the  two-digit  number  to  communicate 
potential  hazard  and  emergency  response 
action  is  a  major  concern.  TTie  concern 
centers  around  the  logistics  of  supplying 
all  emergency  personnel  with  Hazard  In¬ 
formation  Manuals  (containing  hazard 
information  cards  or  pages)  and  the  as¬ 
sumption  that  the  manual  would  be 
available  when  needed.  Some  persons  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  logistics  of  supply  would  be 
next  to  Impossible  and  that  it  is  inane 
to  assume  availability  of  tlie  manual 
when  needed.  It  has  been  asserted  that 
because  the  first  digit  of  the  two-digit  HI 
number  indicates  only  the  United  Na¬ 
tion’s  primary  hazard  and  because  the 
second  digit  does  not  relate  to  the  first 
and  does  not  have  a  constant  meaning, 
the  HI  number  offers  no  additional  in¬ 
formation  over  that  provided  by  non- 
numbered  labels  and  placards  without 
the  manual. 

The  rail  Industry  has  pointed  to  the 
failure  of  the  HI  System  to  give  direct 
warning  of  the  hazard  of  containment 
rupture  which  they  consider  a  greater 
hazard  in  rail  transportation  than  toxic¬ 
ity  or  corrosiveness.  They  object  to  the 
necessity  of  emergency  re«x)nse  person¬ 
nel  having  to  get  close  enough  to  a  tank 
car  in  order  to  read  the  HI  number  so 
that  they  can  determine  from  the 
manual  the  potential  hazard  and  the 
appropriate  emergency  response. 

Several  commenters  have  also  cited 
examples  where  the  information  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  manual  relative  to  the  HI 
niunbers  assigned  to  certain  materials 
gave  inaccurate  (and  potentially  danger¬ 
ous)  emergency  response  information. 

The  lack  of  agreement  on  the  merits 
of  the  HI  System  also  stems  from  the 
fact  that  several  alternate  hazard  com¬ 
munication  systems  have  come  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Board  since  publication 
of  Docket  No.  .HM-103.  There  has  been 
a  call  for  further  Board  evaluation  of 
these  S3rsteni8  and  an  opportunity  for 
public  review  and  comment  on  them. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  by 
this  notice  the  Board  is  terminating  Its 
proposals  under  this  docket  pertaining  to 
the  use  of  a  two  digit  niunber  to  identify 
the  hazards  of  materials  during  trans¬ 
portation.  In  particular.  Subpart  Q  and 
its  appendices  are  deleted  from  Notice 
73-10  and  all  other  references  to  hazard 
information  numbers  contained  in  that 
notice  are  also  deleted.  All  other  pro¬ 
posals  made  under  Notice  73-10,  includ¬ 
ing  revisions  to  the  placarding  require¬ 
ments,  are  still  under  active  considera¬ 
tion  by  the  Board. 

Even  though  the  Board  has  taken  the 
action  stated  herein,  it  believes  there  is 
still  sufficient  need  for  the  development 
and  implementation  of  ap  effective 
hazard  information  system.  In  order  to 
assist  it  in  giving  further  consideration 
to  the  matter,  the  Board  has  published 
at  page  26688  of  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  an  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  seeking  public  comment  on 
several  hazard  Information  systems  and 
criteria  It  believes  should  be  used  in 
evaluating  such  systems. 
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Auttioritr:  (18  U.S.C.  831-835;  Sec.  6, 
Pub.  L.  88-670.  80  Stat.  937  (49  n.S.C. 
1655) ;  Title  VI  and  Sec.  002(h)  of  Pub. 
L.  85-726  (49  U.S.C.  1421-1431. 1472(h)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  20, 
1975. 

J.  A.  Periukese, 

Alternate  Board  Member  for  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

Robert  A.  Kate, 

Board  Member  for  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration. 

Robert  Wright, 

Board  Member  for  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

J.  V.  Caetery, 

Alternate  Board  Member  for  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard. 
(PR  DOC  75-16647  PUed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[  49  CFR  Parts  170,  171,  172,  173,  174, 

175, 176,  177,  178,  179,  180,  181,  182, 

183,  184,  185,  186,  187,  188,  189  ] 
[DocEet  No.  Hlf-126] 

HAZARD  INFORMATION  SYSTEMS 
Request  for  Comments 

The  Hazardous  Materials  Regulations 
Board  (the  Board)  is  soliciting  ccxn- 
ments  concerning  the  merits  of  various 
Hazard  Information  Systems  (Hl-Sys- 
tems) .  The  Board  believes  there  are  defi- 
ciences  in  the  hazard  communication  re¬ 
quirements  of  its  regulations  and  that  a 
Hl-System  may  be  necessary  to  provide 
for  the  adequate  communication  of  haz¬ 
ards  of  materials  in  transportation.  Some 
of  the  benefits  that  could  be  derived 
through  implementation  of  a  Hl-System 
are: 

1.  Recognition  of  mnltipU  hascn-ds  of  Indi¬ 
vidual  materiala: 

2.  Recognition  of  multiple  hazards  of 
mixed  ladings:  and 

8.  Provision  of  eulBcient  information 
whereby  &re  fighting  and  other  emergency 
response  personnel  can  acquire  immediate 
information  to  make  better  informed  Judg¬ 
ments  on  how  to  haiuUe  emergency  situa¬ 
tions. 

By  publication  of  a  notice  in  this  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  26687) 
the  Board  has  announced  termination  of 
further  consideration  of  the  use  of  two 
digit  numbers  to  identify  the  hazards  of 
materials  during  transportation  under 
Docket  No.  HM-103;  Notice  73-10.  The 
Board  also  stated  that  there  is  stm  sufll- 
cient  need  for  development  and  imple¬ 
mentation  of  an  effective  hazard  infor¬ 
mation  system  and  made  reference  to  the 
hazard  Information  systems  and  criteria 
included  in  this  advance  notice  for  public 
comment. 

The  Board  believes  that  in  analyzing 
various  Hl-systems  it  is  obvious  that, 
even  though  ^ey  are  intended  to  achieve 
the  same  end  result,  l.e.,  convey  emer¬ 
gency  response  information,  they  pursue 
several  different  routes  or  philosophies 
by  attempting  to  provide  (1)  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  hazards  of  a  mate¬ 
rial,  (2)  information  concerning  the 
hazards  of  a  material  in  combination 
with  the  degree  of  risk  Involved;  and  f3) 


informatitm  ctmceming  the  actions  to  be 
taken  during  an  emergency  response 
situatioR. 

The  systems  discussed  in  this  notice 
incorponte  these  basic  philosophies  to 
different  degrees  and  fco*  reasons  that  can 
be  attributed,  at  least  in  part,  to  the 
economic,  social,  and/or  indusrhd  struc- 
tin-es  of  a  piu:ticular  nation,  and  the  au¬ 
thority  or  interest  advocating  them.  The 
differences  in  these  philosophies  are  both 
subtle  -and  obvious,  and  they  lead  to 
analytical  difficulties  in  choosing  criteria 
by  which  to  evaluate  the  various 
systems. 

The  Board  believes  that  the  following 
criteria,  though  not  necessarily  inclusive, 
are  factors  to  be  considered  in  the  evalu¬ 
ation  of  hazard  information  systems: 

1.  CapablUty  of  the  general  public  to 
recognize  the  existence  of  the  Inunediate 
dangers  presented  by  a  material; 

2.  Presentation  of  information  in  a  aaan- 
ner  so  that  the  general  public  wiU  be  able 
to  accurately  transmit  basic  information  to 
emergency  response  personnel; 

3.  Compatibility,  intermodally  and 
internationally; 

4.  CapabiUty  of  appllcattlon  to  both  bulk 
and  tK>n-bulk  shipments; 

5.  Capability  of  functioning  without  use  of 
a  manual  or  other  subsidiary  documents; 

6.  Cf^bllity  to  meet  the  needs  of  emer¬ 
gency  response  personnel,  carriers,  shippers, 
and  the  general  public; 

7.  Ciq>abUity  of  Integration  with  docu¬ 
mentation.  packaging,  and  vehicle  Identifica¬ 
tion  requirements  to  help  insure  accuracy; 

8.  CapabUlty  of  implementation  without 
undue  economic  burden  on  shippers  and 
carriers;  and 

9.  Capability  of  indicating  degree  of 
hazard. 

It  is  the  Board’s  position  that  any 
alpha /numeric/’symbolic  hazard  infor¬ 
mation  system  adopted  in  the  future  be 
compatibile  with  and  adaptable  to  the 
placards  it  adopts  imder  Docket  HM-103. 

The  following  existing  or  proposed 
hazard  information  systems  are  sum¬ 
marized  in  this  notice: 

1.  The  previously  proposed  DOT  HI  Sys¬ 
tem. 

2.  The  NFPA  704M  System. 

3.  The  BID/ ADR  System. 

4.  The  HAZCHEM  System. 

5.  A  proposal  by  Union  Carbide  Corpora¬ 
tion  (similar  to  a  proposal  submitted  by  Air 
Products  and  Chemicals  Corporation).. 

6.  A  proposal  by  the  UA.  Coast  Ouard. 

7.  The  Canadian  System  (raU). 

8.  A  proposal  by  the  International  Air 
Tranqx>tt  Association. 

9.  A  proposal  by  Pennwalt  Corporation. 

The  dot  Hazard  Information  System 

This  system  Is  based  on  two  digit 
hazard  information  numbers  on  shipping 
papers,  package  labels  and  vehicle  plac¬ 
ards  as  hazards  communicators.  A  two 
digit  hazard  information  number  would 
Identify  the  primary  and  additional  (if 
any)  hazards  of  a  material.  The  first 
digit  of  a  hazard  information  number  is 
the  United  Nations  class  number  for  the 
material  and  the  second  digit  Indicates 
whether  there  are  significant  additional 
hazards.  A  zero  indicates  there  are  no 
significant  additional  hazards. 

There  are  iqiproxlmately  59  hazard  in¬ 
formation  numbers  to  identify  materials 


with  hazards  ranging  from  a  single 
hazard,  such  as  “Nonflammable  Gas” 
with  the  HI  number  20.  to  five  hazards 
for  a  material  tiiat  is  a  "Flammable 
Solid”  that  is  also  "Pyrophoric,  Poison¬ 
ous,  Water  Reactive  and  Corrosive” 
which  would  have  the  HI  number  47. 

Defining  criteria  for  each  hazard  and  a 
^ecified  precedence  of  hazards  for  the 
assignment  of  hazard  information  num¬ 
bers  have  been  developed  so  a  material 
meeting  a  specific  defining  criteria  will 
always  be  assigned  the  same  hazard  in¬ 
formation  number — in  most  cases  with¬ 
out  review  by  a  government  agency.  A 
shipping  paper  containing  the  shipping 
name  and  classification  of  a  hazardous 
material  would  also  contain  its  hazard 
information  number.  A  package  label 
and  a  vehicle  placard  would  bear  the 
hazard  Information  number  in  the  lower 
comer. 

An  important  element  of  the  system  is 
an  Emergency  Response  Manual  which 
consists  of  a  card  for  each  hazard  in¬ 
formation  number  to  identify  the  ex¬ 
pected  health,  fire  and  explosion  hazards 
for  each  material.  These  cards  also  con¬ 
tain  suggested  responses  for  use  by  emer¬ 
gency  response  personnel  during  the  first 
10  to  30  minutes  of  an  incident  involv¬ 
ing  hazardous  materials  in  transporta¬ 
tion  as  well  as  suggested  first  aid  actions. 

NFPA  704  System 

The  system  identifies  the  hazards  of 
the  material  in  terms  of  three  principal 
categories,  namely  "health”,  “flamma¬ 
bility”,  and  “reactivity”  (instability) : 
and  indicates  the  order  of  severity  nu¬ 
merically  by  five  divisions  ranging  from 
“Four  (4)”,  indicating  a  severe  hazard, 
to  “Zero  (0)”,  indicating  no  special  haz¬ 
ard. 

The  Information  is  presented  by  a 
spatial  system  of  diagrams  of  a  diamond 
^ape  signal  divided  Into  four  segments 
with  “health”  always  being  on  the  left; 
“flammability”  at  the  top;  and  “reac¬ 
tivity  (instability)”  on  the  right.  Color 
categories  for  backgrounds  are  blue  for 
“health”  hazard,  red  for  “flammability”, 
and  yellow  for  “reactivity  (instability),” 

A  fourth  space  in  the  diagram  should 
be  used  to  indicate  unusual  reactivity 
with  water,  and  is  indicated  by  placing 
the  letter  “w”  with  a  line  through  the 
center  (w)  in  the  space.  The  space  may 
also  be  used  to  indicate  other  additional 
information  such  as  pressurized  vessels, 
radioactivity,  proper  fire  extinguishing 
agent,  or  protective  equipment  required 
in  case  of  fire  or  other  emergencies. 

The  system  for  ranking  degrees  of  haz¬ 
ard  is  based  on  relative  rather  than 
absolute  values.  The  system  prescribes 
the  number  to  be  used  in  each  category 
by  describing  the  effects  of  the  material, 
in  order  of  severity,  in  each  category,  i.e., 
health,  flammability,  and  reactivity. 

RID/' ADR  System  (Europe) 

The  RID/ ADR  System  applies  only  to 
bulk  transport  by  rail  and  highway  in 
Europe.  It  requires  that  in  addition  to 
a  placard  on  tlie  format  of  the  U.N.  label, 
tank  vehicles  and  rail  cars  must  display 
an  orange  colored  plate  30  cm  high  and 
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40  cm  wide;  this  plate  must  have  shown 
on  it  in  black,  two  numbers,  one  above 
the  other.  The  top  number  may  be  either 
two  or  three  digits  and  may  or  may  not 
be  preceded  by  the"  letter  “X”.  Is 
the  Hazard  Identification  niimber.  The 
second  number  is  the  United  Nations 
Serial  Number  of  the  particular  com¬ 
modity. 

The  first  figure  of  the  Hazard  Identifi¬ 
cation  number  indicates  the  primary 
hazard  as  follows: 

2.  Compressed  Gas. 

3.  Flammable  Liquid. 

4.  Flammable  Solid. 

5.  Oxidizer  Material  or  Organic  Peroxide. 

6.  Toxic  Material. 

8.  Corroaive  Materal. 

The  second  and  third  digits  Indicate 
secondary  or  tertiary  hazards  respec¬ 
tively  as  follows: 

0.  No  Additional  Hazard. 

1.  Exploeioa  Risk. 

3.  Gas  May  Be  Given  Off. 

3.  FlammabiUty  Risk. 

5.  Oxidizer  Risk. 

«.  Toxic  Risk. 

8.  CorroeiTe  Risk. 

9.  Risk  of  Violent  Reaction  from  Spontane¬ 
ous  Deoompoeition. 

When  the  first  and  second  digits  are 
the  same,  an  intensification  of  the 
primary  hazard  is  indicated  e.g.,  33  indi¬ 
cates  a  highly  fiaminable  liquid.  66  indi¬ 
cates  a  very  dangerous  toxic  substance, 
etc.  A  refrigerated  gas  is  Indicated  by  a 
hazard  identification  number  of  22.  The 
number  42  would  indicate  a  flammable 
solid  which  may  give  off  a  gas  upon  con¬ 
tact  with  water.  The  letter  “X”  preceding 
a  hazard  identification  number  Indicates 
that  water  should  not  be  applied  to  the 
commodity. 

The  hazard  information  number  is  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  governmental  authori¬ 
ties  for  each  material  transported  in 
bulk. 

Hazchsm  System  (United  Kingdom) 

In  an  attempt  to  give  to  emergency 
services  information  which  will  enable 
them  to  act  liklependently  of  reference 
books  and  instructions,  the  “Hazchem 
System”  was  developed.  The  basic  prin¬ 
ciple  of  “Hazchem”  is  that  it  gives  direct 
information  on  the  action  to  be  taken 
by  firemen  and  policemen  and  requires 
no  interpretation  of  information  on  haz¬ 
ards.  The  United  Kingdom  accepts  the 
system  for  International  highway  and 
railroad  traffic. 

The  specified  hazard  identification 
panel  is  fire  resistant  and  has  an  orange 
reflectorlzed  background  on  which  ap¬ 
pears  two  numbers.  The  top  number 
gives  information  on  the  hazards  to  be 
expected  and  the  lower  number  is  the 
United  Nations  number  by  means  of 
which  the  substance  can  be  precisely 
identified. 

The  “Hazchem”  code  gives  information 
under  the  following  headings : 

1.  Fireflglitlng  media. 

2.  Personal  protection. 

3.  Explosive  risk. 

4.  SpUlages. 

6.  Evacuation. 


The  “Hazchem”  scale  gives  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  firefighting  media  to  be  used 
by  the  use  of  the  numbers  1,  2.  3,  or  4, 
and  information  on  personal  protection, 
explosive  risk  and  spUlage  action  by  the 
letters  PRST  and  WXYZ.  Where  the  po¬ 
liceman  or  fireman  should  consider  the 
possibility  of  initiating  the  evacuation 
of  an  area  the  letter  E  is  added.  Each 
fireman  and  ixiliceman  would  carry 
a  durable  card  showing  the  “Hazchem” 
scale  enabling  him  to  translate  letters  on 
a  transport  vehicle  into  direct  action, 
simple  first  aid  measures  appear  on  the 
reverse  side  of  the  card. 

Union  Carbide  Proposal 


Proposal  bt  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard 

The  united  States  Coast  Guard  pro¬ 
posed  a  Hazard  Information  System  as 
an  altomatlve  to  the  HI  System  proposed 
in  HM-103.  In  this  approach,  the  UN 
label  or  a  placard  incorporating  the  basic 
design  of  the  UN  label  is  used  to  identify 
the  primary  hazard.  A  two  digit  number 
is  applied  to  the  lower  quadrant  of  the 
label  or  placard. 

The  first  digit,  a  number  from  1  to  5, 
indicates  the  relative  degree  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  hazard  (i.e.,  the  hazard  Identified 
by  the  label  or  placard).  The  first  digit 
of  the  hazard  information  number  relates 
to  the  primary  hazard  as  follows: 


This  proposal  inverfves  placarding,  la¬ 
beling  and  documentation  to  cemvey  haz¬ 
ard  information.  The  placard  would  be 
rectangular  in  shape  and  would  be  in 
two  levels.  The  upper  level  would  dis¬ 
play  the  word  “DANGEROUS"  in  4-lnch 
high  letters.  The  lower  level  would  con¬ 
sist  of  6-inch  squarM,  each  bearing  a 
hazard  symbol  withia  a  diamond,  accom¬ 
panied  by  appropriate  language  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  hazard  ermbol.  The  system 
contemplates  the  addition  or  removal  of 
symbol  squares,  either  by  the  use  of  slid¬ 
ing  rail  holders  or  self-adhesive  squares, 
as  (XNnmodlties  are  placed  hi  or  removed 
from  the  placard  vehioles.  For  nnpty  un¬ 
purged  vehicles,  the  "DANGEROUS” 
placard  would  be  left  visible,  with  the 
word  “EMPTY”  displayed  on  the  lower 
leveL 

Another  proposed  placard  is  diamond 
shaped  similar  to  the  placards  presently 
used  by  rail  carriers.  This  placard  is  pro¬ 
posed  for  both  rail  and  highway  and 
consists  of  the  word  ‘TDANGER”  dis¬ 
played  diagonally  across  the  placard. 
The  hazard  symb<^  would  be  attached 
to  the  placard  as  prc^iosed  for  the  rec¬ 
tangular  placard.  The  reverse  side  of  the 
placard  would  bear  the  words  “DANGER - 
EMPTY”,  for  use  on  empty  unpurged  rail 
cars  or  motor  vehicles. 

The  labeling  system  proposed  by  Union 
Carbide  would  make  use  of  the  present 
DOT  labels  used  singly  for  commodities 
with  a  single  hazard  only,  and  multiple 
labels  for  dual  or  triple  haaard  materisils. 
As  an  alternative,  single  labels  with  im¬ 
printed  multiple  symbols  for  dual  hazard 
and  triple  hazard  materials  could  be 
utilized. 

For  shipping  paper  identification.  Un¬ 
ion  Carbide  proposes  that  for  each  haz¬ 
ardous  material  entry,  some  distinctive 
letters,  such  as  “HAZ”,  “DOT”,  or  “HM” 
be  shown  preceding  the  description.  In 
addition,  all  of  the  hazard  classifications 
applicable  to  each  material  w'ould  be 
shown. 

An  emergency  response  manual  is  sug¬ 
gested  by  Union  Carbide  as  a  means  of 
furnishing  supplemental  information  to 
emergency  personnel.  The  manual  would 
be  alphabetically  Indexed  and  cross  ref¬ 
erenced  to  all  hazards  and  combinations 
thereof.  The  manual  would  be  keyed  to 
the  language  obtained  from  the  shipping 
dociunents,  placards  or  labels. 


1.  Low  degree  of  hazard  such  as:  Combus¬ 
tible  liquids  with  flashpoint  over  141°^;  solid 
Class  B  poison,  poisonous  by  ingeetlon  only; 
corrosive  solid,  corrosive  to  metals  only. 

2.  Intermediate  degree  of  hazard  such  as; 
Combustible  or  flammable  liquid  with  flash¬ 
point  between  73-141  *F;  liquid  Class  B 
person,  poisonous  by  Ingestion  only;  corrosive 
Uquld,  corrosive  to  metals  only. 

3.  High  degree  of  hazard  such  as;  Flam¬ 
mable  liquid  with  flashpoint  between  — 18*F 
and  73«P;  Class  B  poisons,  poisonous  by  In¬ 
halation  or  skin  absorption;  corrosive  mate¬ 
rials,  corrosive  to  akin. 

4.  Extremely  high  degree  of  hazard  such 
as;  Flammable  liquids  with  flashpoints  below 
— IS'F  or  Reid  vapor  pressvire  above  27 
PSIA  with  flashpoint  below  73*F;  Class  A 
poisons;  pyroforlc  material. 

5.  Evacuate  area,  do  not  attempt  to  control 
Are  or  spfll. 

The  second  digit  would  indicate  the 
secondary  hazard  of  the  c<»nmodity 
based  on  the  U.N.  Class  Number  as 
follows: 


2d  digit:  Meaning 

0 _  No  secondary  hazard. 

1 _  Thermal  Instability  hazard. 

3 _  Hazard  resulting  from  gas  ev¬ 

olution. 

3  _  Flammable. 

4  _  Flammable  solid — dangerous 

when  wet. 

6 -  Oxidizer. 

6  _  Poison. 

7  _  RadkMCtlve. 

8  _  Oorroelve. 


When  no  hazard  information  num¬ 
ber  has  been  published  for  a  particular 
commodity  the  shipper  could  determine 
a  hazard  information  number  based  on 
the  above  criteria.  Prior  to  the  Initial 
shipment  of  the  commodity,  the  Ghlpper 
would  submit  the  number  assigned  plus 
supporting  data  to  the  Department  of 
Transportation  for  approval  and  subse¬ 
quent  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  ITie  shipper  could  ship  the  commod¬ 
ity  under  the  hazard  number  he  has 
determined  until  such  time  as  the  final 
determination  of  the  number  is  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Department. 

Placards  on  vehicles  containing  mixed 
lading  bearing  different  hazard  informa¬ 
tion  numbers  would  bear  the  hazard  in¬ 
formation  number  derived  as  follows : 

1.  The  first  digit  would  be  the  highest 
first  digit  of  all  the  hazard  Information 
numbers  on  the  commodities  within  the 
vehicle. 

2.  *nie  second  digit  would  be  one  of  the 
second  digits  of  all  the  hazard  informa- 
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tion  numbers  on  commodities  within  the 
vehicle  based  on  the  following  prece¬ 
dence  of  severity  of  secondary  hazard: 

1.  6.  3,  5,  8.  4.  2,  7. 

TTiis  system  could  be  summarized  on 
tlie  reverse  side  of  the  required  shipping 
documents. 

Canadian  System 

HAZARD  INFORMATION — ^EMERGENCY 
RESPONSE  FORM,  CARLOADS 

Catiocul,  trailerload,  and  container- 
load  shipments  of  dangerous  commodi¬ 
ties,  as  defined  in  regulations,  ori^at- 
ing  in  Canada  would  be  accompanied  by 
a  Hazard  Information — Emergency  Re¬ 
sponse  Form  which  would  be  furnished 

the  shlpp^  to  the  carrier  and  which 
would  accompany  the  car,  trailer,  or  con¬ 
tainer  from  the  shipper’s  siding  to  the 
consignee’s  siding. 

When  multi-unit  shipments  of  a  single 
dangerous  commodity  are  made  from  one 
shipper  at  point  of  origin  to  one  con¬ 
signee  at  one  destination,  one  only  Haz¬ 
ard  Information — Emergency  Response 
Form  would  a(»^mpany  each  such  ship¬ 
ment,  and  a  list  of  the  car  numbers 
would  be  shown  thereon. 

In  the  case  of  compartmentlzed  tank 
cars  loaded  with  more  than  one  regulated 
cmnmodity,  a  separate  response  form 
would  be  required  for  each  commodity 
and  its  location  in  the  car  indicated  in 
the  aimropriate  block  lunvided  on  the 
form. 

’Ihe  Etaaergency  Response  Form  would 
Include  Information  on  the  potential  haz- 
eu*ds  of  the  commodity  under  the  head¬ 
ings: 

Fire  Health 

B]q>loelon 

Immediate  Action  Information  would  be 
Included  under  the  headings: 

General  SplU  or  Leak 

Fire  First  Aid 

’The'shii^er  modifies  the  potential  haz¬ 
ard  and  immediate  action  information 
sections  where  necessary  by  adding  or 
deleting  instructions  applicable  to  the 
particular  commodity  being  shipped. 

In  addition,  the  response  form  provides 
the  following  informatkm: 

1.  Placard  endorsenent. 

2.  Car  Initials  and  number. 

3.  Consignee. 

4.  Destination. 

5.  Routing. 

6.  Proper  shipping  name. 

7.  Classlflcation. 

8.  Placard  notation. 

9.  Date  sh4>ped. 

10.  Shipper. 

11.  Shipping  point. 

12.  Weight  or  volume. 

13.  Shipper’s  certificate. 

14.  Emergency  telephone  number. 

lATA  System 

The  system  identifies  the  hazards  of 
the  material  by  a  two  digit  number,  with 
the  first  digit,  which  corresponds  to  the 
United  Nations  Class  number  Identifies 
the  main  danger:  the  second  digit,  which 
is  an  aibitraiy  figure,  indicates  subsidi¬ 
ary  risks.  The  second  digit  would  be  zero 
10)  if  there  were  no  subsidiary  risk. 


’The  system  uses  letters  for  the  second 
digit  in  lieu  of  numbers  to  indicate  ter¬ 
tiary  hazards. 

’Ihe  information  is  presented  in  a  spa¬ 
tial  system  of  diagrams  on  a  rectangiilar 
shap^  placard  divided  into  three  seg¬ 
ments,  with  the  primary  hazard  number 
always  on  the  bottom  left,  the  secondary 
hazard  number  or  numeral  always  on  the 
bottom  right.  The  system  provides  for  a 
barred  “W”  in  the  top  portion  to  indicate 
reeujtiTlty  with  water.  Background  colors 
indicate  the  following:  Orange  for  first 
group  of  each  class,  white  for  the  second 
group,  and  green  for  the  third  group,  with 
blue  provided  for  the  barred  “W**. 

The  system  suggests  placing  the  ap¬ 
propriate  danger  labels  next  to  the.plac- 
ard  to  make  the  system  more  explicit. 

The  system  calls  for  a  "simple  rigid 
card"  to  be  carried  by  emergency  re¬ 
sponse  personnel  concerning  actions 
which  should  be  taken  from  the  hazard 
communication. 

Proposal  by  ibe  Pennwalt  Corporation 

The  system  involves  labeling,  placard¬ 
ing,  and  documentation  as  a  means  of 
hazard  communicators,  and  is  predicated 
upon  the  establishment  of  an  "Order  of 
Importance’’  listing  of  hazard  classifica¬ 
tions  in  which  one  classification  precedes 
in  degree  of  severity,  those  which  fol¬ 
low  It.  ’The  assignments  are  as  follows ; 

1.  Explosive  materials. 

2.  Compressed  gases. 

3.  Flammable  liquids,  combustible  liquids, 
flammable  gases. 

4.  nammable  solids. 

5.  Oxidizing  agents. 

6.  Poisonous  materials. 

7.  Radioactive  materials. 

8.  Corrosive  materials. 

9.  Miscellaneous  materials  not  covered  by 
any  otber  classlflcation  but  of  sufficiently 
dangerous  character  that  some  means  of 
warning  should  be  displayed. 

The  corresponding  primary  hazard 
number  would  be  printed  in  the  space 
provided  on  labels  of  design  similtu*  to 
the  DOT  HI  System.  If  the  product  pre¬ 
sents  multiple  hazards,  numbers  cor¬ 
responding  to  each  of  the  additional 
hazards  would  also  be  printed,  with  the 
primary  hazards,  in  the  space  provided. 

Placards  are  of  the  general  size  and 
shf^  of  present  placards  required  for 
the  various  modes  of  transportation  by 
DOT  regulations,  with  the  sqipropriate 
label  for  the  material,  the  shipping  name 
ol  the  material,  the  corresponding 
hazard  number(s) ,  and  the  primary 
clcMsification. 

Documentation  contains  a  column,  of 
contrasting  background,  whose  use  1'  re¬ 
stricted  solely  to  entry  of  the  hazard 
niunber(s)  for  each  product  listed,  with 
the  shipping  name  and  classification. 

In  oifier  to  assist  Interested  persons  in 
their  efforts  to  understand  the  various 
hazard  information  systems  mentioned 
In  this  Notice,  copies  of  all  material 
available  to  the  Board  concerning  spe¬ 
cific  systems  will  be  made  availaUe  for 
review  or  will  be  furnished  to  persons 
requesting  such  additional  information. 
Requests  should  be  addressed  to:  Chief, 
Regulations  Division,  Office  of  Hazardous 


Materials.  Depcu'tment  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20S90. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  give 
their  views  on  these  hazard  information 
systems  or  other  hazard  Information  sys¬ 
tems  not  discussed  in  this  Notice.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  comments  are  invited  relative  to 
the  evaluation  criteria  contained  herein 
or  any  other  criteria  that  should  be  con¬ 
sider^.  Communications  should  Identify 
the  docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Secretary,  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  Board,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Washington. 
D.C.  20590.  Communications  received  on 
or  before  November  5,  1975  wiH  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  further  action  is  taken. 
All  comments  received  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulations  Board,  Room  6215 
Trans  Point  Bulding,  Second  and  V 
Streets,  SW.,  Washin^on,  D.C.,  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments. 

(18  U.S.O.  831-835;  Sec.  6.  Pub.  L.  89-870,  80 
Stat.  987  (49  UJ3.0.  1655);  'Dtie  VI  and  Sec 
902(h)  of  Pub.  L.  86-726  (49  UA.C.  1421- 
1431,  1472(h)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  20, 
1975. 

J.  A.  Fesrarese, 

Alternate  Board  Member  for  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

Robert  A.  Kate, 

Board  Member  for  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration. 

Robert  Wright, 

Board  Member  for  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

J.  V.  Caffery, 

Alternate  Board  Member  for  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard. 

(FR  Doc.75-16548  Filed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40CFRPart  171] 

(FRL  888-7;  OPP-42002] 

STATE  OF  GEORGIA 

Submission  of  State  Plan  for  Certification 
of  Pesticide  Applicators 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  7 
U.S.C.  136)  and  40  CPR  Part  171  (39  PR 
36446  (October  9.  1974)  and  40  FR  11698 
(March  12.  1975)),  the  Honorable 

George  Busbee,  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Georgia,  has  submitted  a  State  Plan  for 
Certification  of  Commercial  and  Private 
Applicators  of  Restricted  Use  Pesticides 
to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  for  approval  on  a  contingency 
basis.  Contingency  approval  is  being  re¬ 
quested  pending  enactment  of  legislation 
which  has  been  proposed,  and  promulga¬ 
tion  of  regulations  implementing  this 
new  legislation.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
legislation  are  attached  to  the  plan. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intention 
of  the  Regional  Administrator,  EPA  Re- 
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giou  IV,  to  approve  this  plan  on  a  con¬ 
tingency  basis. 

A  summary  of  this  plan  follows:  The 
entire  plan,  together  with  all  attached 
appendices  (excQ)t  for  sample  examina¬ 
tions)  ,  may  be  examined  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  locations : 

Room  601,  19  Hunter  Street,  8W.,  Atlanta, 
a  A  30334  (Pesticides  Division,  Georgia  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture^  (404)  666-4968) . 
Room  110,  1421  Peachtree  Street,  NE.,  At¬ 
lanta  GA  30309  (Pesticides  Branch,  Air  & 
Hazardous  Materials  Control  Division,  EPA 
Region  IV,  (404  )  626-3222) . 

Room  401,  East  Tower,  Waterside  Mall,  401  M 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460  (Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  (WH-669),  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  EPA,  (202)  766-4854). 

Summary  of  Georgia  State  Plan 

The  Georgia  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  has  been  designated  as  the  State 
iMd  agency  for  the  administration  of  the 
pesticide  applicator  certification  pro¬ 
gram,  with  the  Pesticides  Division 
responsible  for  the  program’s  imple¬ 
mentation  and  coordination,  including 
enforcement  activities,  except  that  the 
Entomology  Division  will  handle  enforce¬ 
ment  activities  for  applicators  in  the 
structural,  household  and  fumigation 
subcategories.  The  Georgia  Pesticides 
Advisory  Board  advises  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  advise  the  Commissioner  of 
Agriculture  in  all  matters  relating  to 
pesticides,  their  use  and  application. 

Cooperating  agencies  include  the  State 
Cooperative  Extension  Service,  Georgia 
Department  of  Natural  Resources,  and 
Georgia  Structural  Pest  Control  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Extension  Service  will  be 
responsible  for  the  applicator  certifica¬ 
tion  training  courses,  preparation  of  ex¬ 
amination  questions  for  commercial  ap¬ 
plicators,  and  distribution  of  applicator 
core  training  manuals.  The  Georgia  De¬ 
partment  of  Natural  Resources  will  de¬ 
velop  regulations  relating  to  storage  and 
disposal  of  pesticides  and  pesticide  con¬ 
tainers.  The  Georgia  Structural  Pest 
Control  Commission  is  responsible  for  the 
regulations  for  certification  of  industrial, 
institutional,  structural,  and  health  re¬ 
lated  piest  control  applicators. 

Legal  authority  for  the  program  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Structural  Pest  Control  Act 
(1955  Georgia  Laws,  p.  564;  1967  G.L., 
p.  299;  1960  G.L.,  Act  No.  612;  and  1961 
Gli.,  p.  460) ,  proposed  amendments 
thereto,  and  the  Rules  of  Structural  Pest 
Control  Commission  (Chapters  620-1 
through  9);  Georgia  Pesticide  Control 
Act  of  1976  (proposed  legislation),  and 
Georgia  Pesticide  Use  and  Application 
Act  of  1976  (proposed  legislation) . 

The  plan  Indicates  that  the  State  lead 
agency  and  cooperating  agencies  have  or 
will  have  sufficient  qualified  personnel 
and  funds  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
posed  programs.  The  funding  in  support 
of  this  program  for  the  fiscal  year  1976 
is  $574,903. 

The  State  estimates  that  3,080  com- 
nierical  applicators  and  40,000  private 
applicators  will  need  to  be  certified.  Wal¬ 
let  size  identification  certificates  con¬ 
taining  all  necessary  Information  will 
be  furnished  all  applicators,  to  present 
to  the  dealer  at  the  time  of  restricted  use 
pesticide  purchase. 


The  State  lead  agency  will  submit  an 
^annual  report  to  EPA  on  Alarch  1  of 
each  year  and  special  reports  as  required. 

The  commercial  applicator  cat^orles 
proposed  are  those  which  are  listed  in 
40  CFR  171.3.  No  new  categories  are  pro¬ 
posed.  New  subcategories  propo.sed  are  as 
follows: 

(7)  Industrial,  Institutional,  and  Struc¬ 
tural  Pest  Control. 

( a  1  Wood  Destroying  Organisms 

( b)  Household  Pest  Control. 

ic)  Fumigation. 

As  applicable,  Aerial  Application  will 
be  list^  as  a  subcategory  under  the 
major  categories. 

The  State  of  Georgia  plans  to  certify 
commercial  applicators  by  means  of  two 
written  exsuninations,  one  covering  the 
general  or  “core”  material,  and  the  other, 
the  specific  requirements  of  the  category 
or  subcategory.  Aerial  applicators  will  be 
required  to  take  an  additional  examina¬ 
tion  on  aerial  application.  Training  ses- 
sicms  for  commercial  applicators  covering 
the  Federal  standards  (40  CFR  171.4  and 
171.6)  will  be  conducted  by  the  Extension 
Service.  These  standards  are  set  forth 
in  detail  in  the  EPA  core  manual  for 
commercial  applicators  and  the  specific 
category  manuals  prepared  by  the  State 
Cooperative  Extension  Service  and  (Geor¬ 
gia  Department  of  Agriculture.  Informa¬ 
tion  about  the  courses  and  examination 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Coimty  Ex¬ 
tension  Agent  (State  Cooperative  Exten¬ 
sion  Service)  or  the  Pesticides  Field 
Agent  (Georgia  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture)  . 

Training  for  pest  control  operators 
(category  7)  will  cover  only  the  general 
standards,  since  the  current  require¬ 
ments  (since  1955)  for  competency 
already  exceed  those  for  the  Industrial, 
Institutional,  and  Structural  Pest  Con¬ 
trol  category,  and  cover  part  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  standards.  The  State  has  requested 
that  the  current  certification  program 
of  the  Structural  Pest  Control  Commis¬ 
sion  be  accepted  by  EPA  for  the  specific 
Category  7  standards  without  any  addi¬ 
tional  demonstration  of  competency  ex¬ 
cept  for  written  examinations  on  the 
general  standards  which  were  not  cov¬ 
ered  under  the  current  program.  Those 
commercial  applicators  who  were 
“grandfathered”  in  1955  into  the  State’s 
program  on  the  basis  of  experience  and 
training  will  be  required  to  take  written 
examinations  on  both  the  general  and 
specific  category  standari^  as  required 
by  40  CFR  171.4(a).  The  examination 
schedule  is  listed  in  the  plan  along  with 
experience  and  educational  requirements 
for  applicators. 

Private  applicators  (agricultural  com¬ 
modity  producers)  will  be  certified  by 
satisfactorily  completing  a  training 
course  (which  will  Include  study  ques¬ 
tions  designed  to  reinforce  the  learning 
process)  conducted  by  County  Ebctenslon 
Agents.  The  training  will  be  based  on 
EPA  private  applicator  standards  (40 
CFR  171.5  and  171.6)  with  the  EPA  pri¬ 
vate  applicator  manual  being  used.  If 
sufficient  funds  are  available,  an  auto¬ 
tutorial  system  (strip  film  or  slides, 
together  with  a  tape  and  study  questions 
based  on  the  EPA  manual)  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  County  Extension  Agent’s 


office.  For  those  who  desire  to  be  certi¬ 
fied  by  a  written  or  oral  examination 
rather  than  attend  a  training  course,  the 
Elepartment  of  Agriculture  agents  will 
provide  the  EPA  core  manual  as  study 
material,  and  subsequently  offer  the 
tests. 

Private  applicators  with  poor  reading 
comprehension  or  who  cannot  read  may 
have  someone  else  read  the  EPA  manual 
to  them,  and  then  take  an  oral  test  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Department  of  Agn- 
culture.  Alternatively,  they  may  be  tu¬ 
tored  by  the  County  Extension  Agent  or 
Pesticide  Field  Agent,  with  subsequent 
discussion  of  review  questions.  Certifica¬ 
tion  for  nonreaders  will  be  limited  to  the 
pesticide  products  for  which  the  private 
applicator  has  demonstrated  competency. 
In  the  future,  as  needed,  the  Coimty  Ex¬ 
tension  Agent  or  the  Pesticide  Field 
Agent  wlH  make  personal  contact  with 
the  nonreader  applicator  to  inform  him 
of  additional  information  on  a  pesticide. 

Sample  eKaminations  and  review  ques¬ 
tions  are  aMached  to  the  plan,  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  46  CFR  171.7(e)  (1)  (i)  (D) 
and  (li)(C).  However,  in  view  of  the 
need  to  jM’eserve  the  confidentiality  of 
the  examination  format,  the  State  of 
Georgia  has  requested  that  the  examina¬ 
tions  not  be  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  The  Agency  agrees  with  this 
position,  and  has  removed  the  sample 
examinations  from  the  public  inspe<‘t  ion 
copies  of  the  plan. 

The  Georgia  State  plan  also  indicate.*; 
that  within  60  days  of  the  final  approval 
of  the  Government  Agency  Plan  (GAP) 
by  EPA,  a  statement  concerning  accept¬ 
ance  of  GAP  qualified  Federal  employee.s 
will  be  forwarded  for  inclusion  in  the 
State  plan. 

State  plans  for  States  adjoining  Geor¬ 
gia  are  not  sufficiently  developed  to  prop¬ 
erly  address  the  issue  of  reciprocity; 
when  such  are  considered,  any  redprocal 
agreements  will  be  submitted  as  amend¬ 
ments  to  Georgia’s  State  plan. 

Other  regulatory  activities  listed  in 
the  State  plan  which  will  supplement 
the  Georgia  certification  program  are 
State  registration,  inspection,  and 
sampling  of  pesticide  products.  Under 
the  proposed  legislation,  all  dealers 
handling  restricted  use  pesticides  will  be 
licensed  and  records  will  be  subject  to 
inspection  by  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture. 

Duration  of  certification  for  both  com¬ 
mercial  and  private  applicators  will  be 
five  years.  Commercial  applicators  will, 
however,  be  required  to  renew  their 
licenses  (as  opposed  to  their  certifica¬ 
tion)  on  an  annual  basis.  'The  Pesticides 
Advisory  Board  will  evaluate  changing 
technology  annually  and  updated  infor¬ 
mation  will  be  mallei  to  all  applicators, 
with  personal  contact  made  as  needed  for 
nonreaders.  Specific  recertification  re¬ 
quirements  will  be  imposed  which  must 
be  satisfied  before  the  end  of  the  fifth 
year  from  certification.  The  requirements 
contemplated  by  the  State  include  six 
hours  of  approved  formal  training  or  re¬ 
examination. 

Enforcement  of  the  Georgia  certifica¬ 
tion  program  will  be  carried  out  by  in¬ 
spectors  who  will  spot  check  commercial 
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and  private  applicators  to  insure  that 
they  comply  with  State  and  Federal  laws 
and  regulations.  They  will  perform  reg> 
ular  inspections  and  follow  up  reports  of 
suspected  violations.  An  Increase  of  five 
additional  positions  to  supplement  the 
certification  effort  has  been  requested  for 
the  fiscal  year  1976. 

Public  Commuits 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  the  proposed 
State  plan  for  the  State  of  Georgia  to 
the  Chief,  Pesticides  Branch,  Reglm  IV, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Room 
110,  1421  Peachtree  Street,  NE,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30309.  The  ccxnments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  2S,  1975,  and 
should  bear  the  identifying  notation 
[OPP-42002].  All  written  comments  filed 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  locations  from  8:30  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  June  16,  1975. 

Jack  E.  Ravan, 
Regional  Administrator. 

Region  4. 

(FR  Doc.75-16444  FUed  6-24-76;8:45  amj 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47CFR  Part  73] 

(Docket  No.  20500;  FOC  75-S42J 
LICENSEE-CONDUCTED  CONTESTS 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
73  of  the  Commission’s  rules  relating  to 
licensee-conducted  contests,  Docket  No. 
20500. 

1.  The  Commission  has  recently  re¬ 
viewed  its  policies  as  to  the  conduct  of 
contests  by  broadcast  licensees.  It  is  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  to  gather  addiUooal  Information 
on  our  policies  in  this  area,  and  to  con¬ 
sider  codifying  those  policies  or  parts  of 
them. 

2.  A  recurring  problem  in  recMit  years 
has  been  the  failure  of  some  licensees  to 
assure  that  th^  contests  are  conducted 
with  due  regard  for  the  piddlic  interest. 
As  a  result,  a  number  of  abuses  have  been 
brought  to' the  Commission’s  attention. 
On  two  occasions  we  Issued  Public  No¬ 
tices  dealing  with  the  conduct  of  broad¬ 
cast  contests.^  In  three  instances  we 

^Our  most  recent  PabUe  Notice  on  the 
conduct  of  broadcast  contests.  Issued  March 
15.  1974.  dealt  prlndpaUy  wltii  contests  that 
are  not  fairly  conducted  or  are  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly  advertised.  45  FCC  2d  1056.  29  RR 
2d  1125.  An  earUer  Public  Notice  expressed 
our  concern  about  caateeXe  that  adversely 
affect  the  public  Interest  by  resulting  In 
damage  to  public  and  private  property, 
creating  disorder,  and  diverting  poUce  from 
other  duties.  2  FCC  2d  464.  6  RR  2d  671 
(1966).  While  the  matters  dealt  with  In  the 
1966  Public  Notice  are  not  included  in  the 
scope  of  thla  proposed  rule,  we  continue  to 
be  oonoemed  about  the  ahuaoe  described  In 
that  Notice,  and  shall  oowtinue  to  enforce 
the  policies  summarized  In  It. 


terminated  the  operating  authority  of 
stations  that  engaged  in  improper  con¬ 
test  practices.’  In  numerous  other  cases 
we  trok  less  drastic  action,  issuing  short¬ 
term  license  renewals  or  admonishing 
licensees  against  such  practices. 

3.  All  these  sanctions  were  imposed  be¬ 
cause  we  found  that  the  particular  prac¬ 
tices  involved  were  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  We  believe  such  practices  de¬ 
ceive  audiences  and  are  unfair  to  com¬ 
petitors.  However,  because  many  of  these 
unfair  practices  are  not  specifically  pro¬ 
hibited  by  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,'  nor  by  our  Rules,  our 
enforcement  range  has  been  limited  to 
extremes:  revocation,  denial  of  renewal, 
short-term  renewal,  or  admonition.  We 
lack  the  forfeiture  sanction,  which  has 
proved  to  be  an  effective  enforcement 
tool  in  other  areas,  and  which  we  believe 
would  give  us  desirable  fiexibility  in  this 
area.  We  therefore  propose  to  adopt  a 
rule  (see  Appendix  A  telow)  proscrib¬ 
ing  imfair  and  deceptive  contest  prac¬ 
tices,  so  we  can  use  the  forfeiture  sanc¬ 
tion  when  it  appears  appropriate.  We 
also  propose  to  issue  a  Public  Notice  (see 
Appendix  B  below)  illustrating  types  of 
practices  that  would  violate  the  proposed 
rule. 

4.  The  proposed  rule  would  require  li¬ 
censees  who  conduct  broadcast  contests 
to  take  certain  steps  to  assure  that  they 
are  promoted  and  conducted  properly; 
the  accompanying  Public  Notice  would 
set  out  in  question  and  answer  form  the 
standards  we  expect  of  licensees  in  pre¬ 
senting  such  programming.  The  stand¬ 
ards  are  high,  for  while  contests  are  par¬ 
ticularly  susceptible  to  abuse,  idiuses  can 
be  prevented  by  diligent  licensee  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  planning  and  conduct  of  con¬ 
tests.  We  therefore  expect  to  hold  li¬ 
censees  responsible  for  their  mistakes 
and  those  of  their  employees,  except  In 
cases  of  extraordinary  mitigating  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

5.  So  that  we  can  have  the  widest  pos¬ 
sible  range  of  viewpoints  before  us  when 
we  further  consider  this  matter,  we  solic¬ 
it  the  submission  of  comment  on  the 
rule  Itself  and  the  Public  Notice. 

6.  Authority  for  institution  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  adopticm  of  rules  concern¬ 
ing  the  matters  involved.  Is  foimd  In 
sections  4(1)  and  303(f)  and  (r)  of  the 


■Eleven  Ten  Broadcasting  Corp.,  S2  FCO 
706,  22  RR  699  (1962);  reconsideration 

denied.  33  F(7C  92,  22  RR  702N  (1962).  KWK 
Radio,  Inc.,  34  FOC  1039,  25  RR  577  (1963); 
reconsideration  denied,  35  FCC  561,  1  RR  ad 
457  (1963);  affirmed,  837  F.  2d  540,  2  RR  ad 
2071  (1964):  ceH.  denied,  380  US  910  (1965). 
Santa  Rosa  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  9  FCC  2d 
644,  10  RR  2d  970  (1967). 

■Some  contest  practices  fall  wMtiln  tbe 
prohibitions  of  Section  509  ot  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act,  and  in  such  cases  we  have  Im¬ 
posed  forfeitures.  See  Eastern  Broadcasting 
Oorp.,  8  FOC  ad  611,  10  RR  ad  893  (1967); 
Kern  County  Broadcasting  Co..  14  VOO  2d 
292, 13  RR  ad  1191  (1968) ;  and  Bremen  Radio 
Company,  38  FCC  2d  992,  26  RR  ad  674 
(1978). 


Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  the  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  S  1.415  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  interested  persons  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  29,  1975, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1975.  All  relevant  and  timely 
comments  and  reply  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  before 
final  action  is  taken  in  this  proceeding. 
In  reaching  its  decision,  the  Commission 
may  also  take  into  account  other  rele¬ 
vant  information  before  it,  in  addition  to 
the  specific  comments  invited  by  this  no¬ 
tice. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  comments,  replies,  pleadings, 
briefs,  and  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission.  Responses 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
during  regular  business  hours  In  (he 
Commission’s  Broadcast  and  Docket  Ref¬ 
erence  Room  at  its  Headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  May  29. 1975. 

Released:  June  25, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 
Secretary. 

§  73.12  Licensee-conducted  contests. 

A  licensee  that  broadcasts  Informa¬ 
tion  about  a  contest  it  conducts  shall 
fully  and  accurately  disclose  to  its  audi¬ 
ence  the  material  terms  of  the  contest, 
and  shall  conduct  the  contest  substanti¬ 
ally  as  announced. 

Notk;  Commission  Interpretations  In  con¬ 
nection  with  this  rule  may  be  found  In  tbe 
attached  Public  Notice  entitled  “Applicabil¬ 
ity  of  Licensee-Conducted  Contests  Rule.” 

Appendix  B 

APPLICABILITT  OV  LICENSEE-CONDUCTED 
CONTESTS  RULE 

The  presentation  of  false  or  misleading 
program  material  violates  a  licensee’s  basic 
duty  to  deal  honestly  with  Its  audience,  and 
Is  contrary  to  the  public  Interest.  In  our  1960 
Report  and  Statement  of  Policy  regarding 
broadcast  programming,*  we  said : 

Broadcasting  Ucensees  must  assume  re- 
sponslbUlty  for  all  material  which  Is  broad¬ 
cast  through  their  faclUtles.  This  Includes 
aU  programs  and  advertising  material  which 
they  present  to  tbe  public.  With  respect  to 
advertising  material  the  licensee  has  the  ad¬ 
ditional  responslbUity  to  take  aU  reasonable 
measures  to  eliminate  any  false,  misleading, 
or  deceptive  matter  ....  This  duty  Is  per¬ 
sonal  to  the  licensee  and  may  not  be  dele¬ 
gated.  He  Is  obligated  to  bring  his  positive 
responsibility  affirmatively  to  bear  upon  all 
who  have  a  hand  in  providing  broadcast 
matter  fen:  transmission  through  his  facili¬ 
ties  so  as  to  assure  the  discharge  of  his  duty 
to  provide  acceptable  program  schedule  oon- 
Bonant  with  operating  In  the  public  Interest 
In  his  community. 


« Commissioners  Ho<^u  and  Washburn 
absent. 

1  F<X:  60-970,  26  FR  7291,  20  RR  1901. 
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In  a  1966  letter  to  WCHS-AM-TV  Corp.,  4 
FCC  2d  376,  7  RR  2d  780,  we  reminded  licens¬ 
ees  “•  •  ’of  tbelr  duty  to  protect  the  public 
from  false,  misleading  deceptive  advertis¬ 
ing,  whether  such  advertising  Is  sponsored  by 
other  parties  or  la  broadcast  by  the  licensee 
in  promoting  Its  own  station."  Since  then 
we  have  consistently  held  that  false,  mis- 
’ending,  or  deceptive  Information  about  con¬ 
tests  and  similar  promotional  programming 
is  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

In  our  March  1974  Public  Notice  about 
contests,  we  said  that  “•  •  ‘a  licensee’s 
contests  should  be  conducted  fairly  and  sub¬ 
stantially  as  represented  to  the  public,  and 
that  a  failure  to  do  so  falls  short  of  the  degree 
of  responsibility  expected  of  licensees.”  The 
Notice  listed  a  number  of  practices  that  raise 
serious  questions  of  licensee  responsibility, 
including: 

(a)  Disseminating  false  or  misleading  in¬ 
formation  regarding  the  amount  or  nature 
of  prizes; 

(b)  Falling  to  control  the  contest  to  assure 
a  fair  opportunity  for  contestants  to  win  the 
announced  prize; 

(c)  Urging  participation  in  a  contest,  or 
ur^ng  persons  to  stay  tuned  to  the  station 
in  order  to  win,  at  times  when  It  is  not  pos¬ 
sible  to  win  prizes; 

(d)  Falling  to  award  prizes,  or  failing  to 
award  them  within  a  reasonable  time; 

(e)  Falling  to  set  forth  fully  and  accurately 
the  rules  and  conditions  for  contests; 

(f)  Changing  the  rules  or  conditions  of  a 
contest  without  advising  the  public  or  doing 
so  promptly; 

(g)  Using  arbitrary  or  inconsistently  ap¬ 
plied  standards  In  Judging  entries. 

Other  objectionable  practices  we  have  noted 
Include; 

(h)  Secret  assistance  to  contestants  or  pre¬ 
determination  of  winners; 

(I)  The  apparent  determination  of  win¬ 
ners  solely  by  chance,  when  in  fact  chance 
played  little  or  no  part; 

(J)  The  broadcast  of  false  clues  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  contest; 

(k)  Inadequate  supervision  of  the  conduct 
of  contests. 

Drawing  now  on  several  years’  experience 
in  dealing  with  contest  practices  we  believe 
to  be  Improper,  we  have  adopted  a  rule 
prescribing  certain  steps  licensees  should 
take  to  assure  that  contests  they  present  are 
conducted  fairly.  The  questions  and  answers 
that  follow  show  the  application  of  this 
rule  to  common  t]rpe8  of  contest  situations — 
the  examples  Should  be  considered  illustra¬ 
tive  rather  than  exhaiistive. 

Questions  and  Answers 

SCOPE  OF  HUEE 

1.  What  types  of  contests  come  within  tlie 
scope  of  the  rule? 

For  the  purpose  of  S  73.12 — ,  a  contest 
Includes  any  arrangement  In  which  a  prize  is 
offered  for  award  to  the  public.  A  prize  can 
be  anything  of  value:  cash,  negotiable  Instru¬ 
ments,  securities,  merchandise,  services, 
tickets,  tripe,  recording  contracts,  personal 
appearances,  and  so  on.  The  means  of  select¬ 
ing  a  winner  is  not  significant  for  the  purpose 
of  defining  a  contest,  but  typically  Involves 
ability,  skill,  knowledge,  chance,  or  similar 
factor  or  combination  of  factors.  The  rule 
applies  to  all  contests  (a)  conducted  by  the 
licensee  and  (b)  broadcast  to  the  public.  ’The 
rule  does  not  apply  to  licensee-conducted 
contests  not  advertised  to  the  public.  For 
example,  we  consider  sales  contests  among 
station  employees  a  private  matter  between 
the  licensee  and  its  employees,  and  exclude 
such  contests  from  the  scope  of  this  rule. 
It  Is  recognized  that  broadcast  stations  often 
advertise  contests  for  businesses,  non-profit 
groups,  or  others,  with  no  licensee  involve¬ 


ment  in  the  actual  conduct  of  the  ooutests. 
will  be  understood — and  not  mlsoooetrued — 
by  the  station’s  audience. 

Where  a  licensee’s  only  connection  with  a 
contest  Is  to  advertise  It  for  another.  Its 
responsibility  is  the  same  as  for  commercial 
announcements  In  general:  The  licensee 
should  *■•  •  •  take  all  reasonable  measures 
to  eliminate  any  false,  misleading  or  decep¬ 
tive  matter  •  •  •”*  Where  a  licensee  is 
co-promoter  of  a  contest,  the  higher  stand¬ 
ards  of  t  78.12 —  apply. 

MATERIAL  CONTEST  TERMS 

2.  What  are  the  material  terms  of  a  contest? 

'The  material  terms  of  a  contest  are  those 
factors  which  are  significant  in  defining  the 
operation  of  the  contest.  From  the  potential 
contestant’s  viewpoint  they  are  the  factors 
which  affect  bis  or  her  decision  whether  or 
not  to  participate  In  the  contest,  and  which 
tell  bow  to  participate  and  win.  While  the 
material  terms  of  a  contest  will  of  course  de¬ 
pend  on  the  nature  of  the  contest,  in  general 
they  will  Include  Information  about  prizes, 
eligibility  restrictions,  how  to  participate, 
how  winners  are  selected,  and  other  similar 
Information.  For  example.  Station  XXXX 
conducts  a  contest  in  which  a  flOO  cash  prize 
is  to  awarded.  Anyone  is  eligible  to  enter  as 
often  as  he  or  she  wishes,  and  may  do  so  by 
mailing  a  post  card  to  the  station.  The 
winner  will  be  selected  by  random  drawing  of 
the  cards  received.  In  this  simple  contest  the 
material  terms  are  the  prize,  the  method  of 
entering  the  contest,  eligibility  restrictions, 
and  the  method  of  selecting  the  winner.  The 
licensee  should  specify  that  the  prize  is  $100 
cash,  that  the  contest  Is  entered  by  mailing 
post  cards  to  the  station,  and  that  the  win¬ 
ner  will  be  selected  by  a  drawing  of  the  cards. 
The  cut-off  date  for  accepting  entries  (the 
only  eligibility  restriction  In  this  contest) 
should  be  announced  well  before  the  dead¬ 
line  date  (see  question  21 ) .  In  more  complex 
contests,  special  or  unusual  rules  applyhig 
to  the  contest  should  be  made  clear. 

DISCLOSURE  or  MATERIAL  CONTEST  TERMS 

3.  How  should  the  material  terms  of  a  con¬ 
test  be  disclosed: 

The  material  terms  should  be  disclosed  by 
announcements  broadcast  <hi  the  station 
conducting  the  contest.  ’They  should  be 
stated  whenever  the  station  piuports  to  set 
out  the  conditions  or  terms  of  the  contest 
(whether  on  the  air  or  In  other  media),  but 
need  not  be  given  in  full  with  brief  promo¬ 
tional  announcements  that  do  not  purport 
to  set  out  the  conditions  or  terms  of  the  con- 
test.^  However,  no  contest  description  should 
be  false,  misleading,  ot  deceptive  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  material  term.  ’The  Information 
given  should  be  clear  and  understandable. 
Video  announcements  should  be  In  lettm 
of  sufficient  size  to  be  readily  legible  to  an 
average  viewer,  should  be  shown  against  a 
background  which  does  not  reduce  their  legi¬ 
bility,  and  should  remain  on  the  screen  long 
enough  to  be  read  In  full  by  an  average 
viewer.  Similarly,  audio  announcements 
should  be  understandable  to  an  average 
listens.  ’The  nature  of  the  station’s  audience 
should  be  taken  Into  account;  for  example, 
if  the  audience  Includes  children  too  yoimg 

’Report  and  Statement  of  Policy  re:  Com¬ 
mission  En  Banc  Programming  Inquiry,  FCC 
60-970,  25  FR  7291,  20  RR  1901  (1960).  Even 
this  standard  may  be  high;  see.  for  example. 
Public  Notice  re:  Applicability  of  Lottery 
Statute  to  Certain  Contests  and  Merchandise 
Sales  Promotions,  18  FCC  2d  62, 16  RR  2d  1569 
(1969). 

*  Examples  of  such  promotional  announce¬ 
ments  are:  “Win  up  to  $1,000  on  XXXXI" 
“Play  High -Low  with  XXXJCI  You  may  win  I” 
“XXXX,  your  $100  Cash  Words  station!” 


to  read,  video  announcements  would  not  be 
adequate.  Licensees  should  therefore  care¬ 
fully  review  promotional  material  before  Its 
use  to  assure  themselves  that  the  material 

4.  When  should  the  material  terms  of  a 
contest  be  disclosed? 

’The  obligation  to  disclose  the  material 
terms  of  a  contest  arises  when  the  station’s 
audience  (a)  Is  asked  to  participate  In  the 
contest  and  (b)  has  enough  information 
about  the  contest  to  make  participation  pos¬ 
sible.  Participation  In  this  sense  Includes 
any  act  done  to  further  one’s  opportunity 
to  win  a  prize,  such  as: 

(a)  Submitting  an  entry  (post  card  tele¬ 
phone  call,  or  other) . 

(b)  Underti^ng  contest-related  activi¬ 
ties  In  anticipation  of  submitting  an  entry 
(collecting  signatures  or  proofs-of-purcha.ses, 
for  example) . 

(c)  Listening  to  a  radio  station  for  specific 
contest  Information  (contest  clues,  cues  to 
call  a  special  contest  telephone  number,  and 
.so  on) . 

An  invitation  to  participate  may  be  explicit 
1’ Send  your  guess  today  I”)  or  implicit  (“Col¬ 
lect  the  greatest  number  of  orange  widgets 
and  win  I”).  The  latter  is  an  Invitation  to 
participate  since  It  effectively  Invites  the 
audience  to  undertake  contest-related  ac¬ 
tivities  (collecting  orange  widgets)  in  an¬ 
ticipation  of  submitting  an  entry. 

5.  On  May  IS  station  XXXX  begins  pro¬ 
moting  an  upcoming  contest  with  announce¬ 
ments  such  as,  "The  Spring  Sweepstakes 
Contest  is  coming  soon  to  XXXXl”  On  May 
20  it  adds  announcements  such  as,  “Enter 
the  XXXX  Spring  Sweepstakes!”  On  May  25 
announcements  such  as,  “Win  $600  in  the 
XXXX  Spring  Sweepstakes  Contest!’’  are 
broadcast.  On  May  30  the  audience  Is  told 
how  to  enter  the  contest.  When  does  the 
obligation  arise  to  disclose  the  material  term.^ 
of  the  Spring  Sweepstakes  Contest? 

'Ihe  obligation  to  disclose  the  material 
terms  of  the  contest  arises  when  potential 
contestants  (a)  are  asked  to  participate  in 
the  contest  and  (b)  have  enough  Informa¬ 
tion  about  the  contest  to  make  pcutlcipa- 
tion  possible.  The  May  15  announcements 
neither  Invite  participation  nor  tell  how  to 
participate,  so  disclosure  Is  not  required 
May  15.  The  May  20  announcements  Invite 
participation,  but  do  not  tell  how  to  par¬ 
ticipate;  If  Information  about  how  to  partici¬ 
pate  has  not  been  disseminated,  disclosure 
is  not  required  May  20.  Similarly,  the  May  26 
announcements  do  not  tell  how  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  so  disclosure  Is  not  required.  Dis¬ 
closure  Is  finally  required  on  May  30.  for 
then  the  audience  has  both  been  asked  to 
participate  and  been  told  bow  to  participate 

ELIGIBILITT  RESTRICTIONS 

6.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  call-in  con¬ 
test,  each  time  asking  for  a  contestant  from 
a  specified  telephone  exchange.  Once,  the 
announcer  intends  to  ask  for  a  caller  from 
the  632  exchange,  but  forgets  to  name  the 
exchange.  ’The  first  caller  Is  from  the  466 
exchange.  Should  be  or  she  be  permitted  to 
participate  In  the  contest? 

Yes.  Any  eligibility  restriction  is  a  mate¬ 
rial  contest  term,  and  should  be  disclosed 
fully  and  accurately.  If  a  restriction  is  not 
reasonably  disclosed,  that  restriction  must 
be  presumed  by  the  audience  not  to  apply; 
and  a  licensee  that  applies  a  restriction  not 
reasonably  disclosed  will  not  have  conducted 
the  contest  substantially  as  announced. 

7.  Can  any  eligibility  restriction  be 
applied? 

Generally,  yes.  ’The  rule  does  not  prohibit 
the  use  of  any  eligibility  restriction  reason¬ 
ably  disclosed.  However,  some  restrictions 
(for  example,  race  or  sex)  might  be  contrary 
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to  the  puMic  interest.  Oomtnon  eligibility 
restrictions  include  time  dandllnes,  residence, 
and  a  number  of  entries  per  person. 

CONTEST  Mims 

8.  Station  "XTCTCX  promotes  a  contest  as 
olerlng  “vacations”  at  a  distant  resort.  In 
fact  the  prizes  consist  of  only  hotel  accom¬ 
modations:  Winners  must  provide  their  own 
transportation,  meals,  and  expense  money. 
Are  the  announcements  misleadinc? 

Yes.  Since  the  term  '‘vacation”  popularly 
connotes  more  than  Just  lodging,  it  should 
not  be  used  where  the  prize  is  so  limited. 
Pri  e  descriptions  should  clearly  Indicate  the 
nature  and  value  of  the  prises  offered,  and 
should  not  mislead,  whether  by  misstate¬ 
ment,  exaggeration.  impUcatloa,  or  omis¬ 
sion  of  material  facts.  The  ultimate  test  of 
descriptions  of  material  terms — including 
prize  descriptions — is  how  they  are  likely  to 
be  perceived  by  the  station's  audience. 

9.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest  in 
which  an  entrant  wins  by  correctly  guessing 
the  prize  offered.  What  inforsaation  should 
be  disclosed  about  the  prize? 

In  such  a  contest  a  licensee  may  disclose 
as  much  or  as  little  information  about  the 
prize  as  it  chooses.  Disclosure  of  the  prize 
is  not  required  in  contests  where  non-dis- 
clc°"are  is  an  essential  element  in  the  opera¬ 
tic  a  of  the  contest.  However,  any  informa¬ 
tion  published  must  be  accurate  and  not 
misleading.  Thus,  it  would  not  be  an  ac¬ 
curate  description  for  a  station  to  advertise 
a  secret-prize  contest  as  offering  cash  prizes 
of  $1  to  $10,000  if  the  maxloiwm  prize  to  be 
offered  is  only  $2,000,  even  tbo\igh  $2,000 
does  lie  between  $1  and  $10,000.*  Reasonable 
rounding-off  is  of  course  not  misleading. 

10.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest  of¬ 
fering  an  item  of  merchandise  as  grand  prize. 
The  item  regcilarly  sells  for  $260  In  tlie  sta¬ 
tion’s  area,  but  was  bought  for  $300  worth 
of  advertising  time.  As  oonsalation  prizes, 
the  station  made  a  wholesale  purchase  of 
1,000  T-shirts  for  $1J16  each,  though  the 
equivalent  T-shirt  sells  for  $2.00  at  retail. 
For  advertising  piui>oses.  how  should  XXXX 
value  the  prizes? 

Prizes  should  be  promoted  at  their  normal 
retail  value,  the  retail  price  a  nsember  of 
the  station’s  audience  couid  expect  to  pay 
for  the.  identical  prize  or  its  equivalent.  In 
the  example  given,  XXXX  should  advertise 
the  gnmd  prize  as  wmth  $260,  and  the  con¬ 
solation  prizes  as  worth  $2. 

11.  Station  XXXX  promotes  a  contest  by 
saying  the  winner  will  receive  the  keys  to  an 
automobile.  In  fact  the  winner  receives  Just 
that:  The  keys,  but  no  car.  Is  such  advertis¬ 
ing  misleading?  Probably.  The  advertising 
may  imply  that  not  only  will  the  keys  be 
awarded,  but  that  an  automobHe  will  be  part 
of  the  prize.  If  so,  and  if  an  automobile  is 
not  part  of  the  prize,  the  station  has  not 
fully  and  accurately  disclosed  a  material 
term  of  the  contest,  and  its  failure  to  award 
the  car  would  constitute  a  failure  to  con¬ 
duct  the  contest  substantially  as  announced. 

12.  Station  xxxx  conducts  a  contest  of¬ 
fering  dozens  of  prize  packages  c<dlectively 
worth  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars,  but 
each  worth  about  $5,000.  The  contest  will 
have  two  winners,  ea(^  of  whom  may  choose 
one  of  the  prize  packages.  How  should  the 
prizes  be  advertised? 


*  High -Low  contests  present  a  unique  prob¬ 
lem.  and  somewhat  greater  flexibility  In  an¬ 
nouncing  the  prize  range  would  be  reason¬ 
able.  However,  a  serious  question  of  prize 
overstatement  would  be  raised  If  several  suc¬ 
cessive  secret  prizes  wm*  offered,  all  worth 
substantially  less  lhan  the  maxlmxun  an¬ 
nounced. 


Since  only  about  $10,000  in  prizes  will  be 
swarded,  the  licensee  should  avoid  giving 
the  misleading  impraaslon  that  It  may  award 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  worth  of 
prizes.  The  truth  Is.  the  contest  offers  only 
two  winners  a  single  prize  package  each.  An¬ 
nouncements  Indicating  that  $10,000  In 
prizes  will  be  offered  or  given  away  would 
be  acceptable,  as  would  announcements  that 
each  winner  will  receive  $5,000  In  prizes. 
Announcements  indicating  that.  "You  can 
win  $10,000  in  prizes,”  would  be  unaccept¬ 
able,  since  the  odds  that  a  single  person 
would  win  both  prizes  are  practically  non¬ 
existent. 

13.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  "Treasure 
Chest”  contest,  offering  25  different  prizes, 
each  worth  about  $40.  There  will  be  a  single 
winner,  who  may  win  1,  5, 10.  or  all  25  of  the 
prizes.  Would  it  be  acceptable  to  advertise 
the  contest  as  a  $1,000  Treasure  Chest? 

Yes.  This  differs  from  the  contest  in  the* 
previous  example  in  that  all  $1,000  In  prizes 
can  be  won.  As  long  as  all  the  prizes  In  the 
chest  can  be  won  (in  other  words,  as  long 
as  they  are  all  offered),  the  sum  of  their 
individual  values  can  be  publicized  without 
deceptively  overstating  the  prize  values.  (But 
see  questions  14  and  24.) 

14.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest  of¬ 
fering  $1,(KX)  to  any  listener  who  can  pre¬ 
sent  a  dollar  bill  matching  a  serial  number 
read  over  the  air.  During  the  course  of  the 
contest,  1,000  serial  numbers  are  to  be  broad¬ 
cast.  Would  it  be  acceptable  to  advertise  the 
contest  as  offering  $1,000,000  In  prize  money? 

No.  The  licensee  should  not  '‘<^er’’  more 
in  prizes  than  it  can  reasonably  expect  to 
award.  Because  the  odds  that  a  listener 
:mlght  have  the  dollar  bill  whose  serial 
mumber  is  announced  are  so  small.  It  is 
likely  there  will  bo  but  a  few  winners.  The 
odds  that  there  will  be  1,000  winners  (or 
any  number  even  approaching  that  many) 
are  practically  nonexistent. 

DETEBMINING  WINNERS 

15.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest  in 
Which  the  a’lnner  is  to  be  selected  by  a 
random  drawing  of  entries.  Before  the  draw¬ 
ing,  though,  a  winner  is  selected  by  some 
other  means,  and  the  drawing  is  a  sham. 
Has  the  contest  been  conducted  substan¬ 
tially  as  announced? 

No.  A  contest  is  not  conducted  substan¬ 
tially  as  announced  if  the  means  of  deter¬ 
mining  the  winner  is  not  the  same  as  an- 
noimced  to  the  public.*  It  is  a  serious  decep¬ 
tion  when  legitimate  entrants  have  no 
chance  to  win,  as  when: 

(a)  A  nonexistent  winner  is  announced 
to  avoid  awarding  the  prize. 

(b)  The  prizes  are  awarded  to  predeter¬ 
mined  winners. 

16.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  “Turkey 
Shoot”  contest.  Once  an  hour  a  contestant 
who  calls  the  station  is  permitted  to  guess 
how  many  shots  will  be  required  to, hit  the 
turkey:  One,  two.  three,  or  four,  Ftklowlng 
the  guess,  a  tape  recording  of  Ehots  is  played. 
If  the  nmnber  of  shots  matches  the  con¬ 
testant’s  guess,  the  contestant  wins  a  tur¬ 
key.  If  not,  no  prize  or  a  small  consolation 
prize  is  won.  What  problems  can  contests 
of  this  type  present? 

The  most  common  problem  is  that  the 
winner-determining  process  may  not  operate 
the  way  it  appears  to.  In  the  example  given, 
contest  (Muceduree  imply  that  whether  a 
particular  contestant  wins  depends  entirely 


*  Ihls  and  some  of  the  fcdlowing  examples 
may  also  Involve  vlolatlcms  ot  section  600 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1034,  m 
amended. 


on  the  chance  coincidence  of  his  or  her 
guess  and  the  number  of  shots  on  the  tape. 
If  for  any  reason  chance  Is  not  the  sole 
factor  determining  winners  in  such  a  con- 
tAt,  the  contest  will  not  have  been  con¬ 
ducted  substantially  as  announced.  Thus, 
a  contest  would  be  conducted  improperly 
if  a  station  employee  selects  a  tape  that  Is 
known  to  match  or  not  to  match  the  con¬ 
testant's  guess,  or  if  the  number  of  winners 
is  controlled  by  some  means  other  than 
chance. 

17.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest  in 
which  the  winner  will  be  the  first  entrant 
to  Identify  a  secret  celebrity;  XXXX  broad¬ 
casts  daily  clues  as  to  the  identity  of  the 
celebrity.  A  listener,  confused  by  a  clue,  calls 
the  station  requesting  a  clarification.  What 
should  XXXX  do? 

Fair  conduct  of  a  contest  requires  that 
each  entrant  have  a  fair  opportunity  to  win. 
If  fecial  Information  or  assistance  that 
could  affect  the  outcome  of  a  contest  is  given 
some  entrants  without  being  made  available 
to  all,  the  contest  will  not  have  been  con¬ 
ducted  substantially  as  announced.  Thus,  no 
contestant  or  group  of  contestants  should 
be  given  special  information  or  assistance 
that  is  not  available  to  the  station’s  entire 
audience.  An  additional  factor  is  present  in 
the  case  described:  Since  time  of  entry  part¬ 
ly  determines  the  winner,  XXXX  should  not 
give  any  Information  to  the  caller  that  it 
has  not  already  made  available  to  its 
audience. 

18.  What  disclosure  should  be  made  about 
tie-breaking  procedures? 

Where  it  could  reasonably  be  anticipated 
that  there  might  be  more  than  one  winner 
for  a  particular  prize,  the  means  of  break¬ 
ing  the  tie  is  a  material  contest  term  which 
should  be  disclosed.  For  example,  a  contest 
with  a  single  $10,000  cash  prize  ends  with  100 
eligible  “winners.”  Will  the  station  award 
each  of  the  100  $10,000?  Will  it  divide  the 
$10,000  equally  among  the  100?  Will  it  con¬ 
duct  a  random  drawing  to  select  a  single 
winner?  If  the  tie  could  reasonably  have  been 
anticipated,  a  tie-breaking  procedure  should 
have  been  adopted  and  disclosed. 

CHANGES  IN  MATERIAL  CONTEST  TERMS 

19.  Can  changes  be  made  in  contests  after 
they  begin? 

Changes  in  material  contest  terms — In¬ 
cluding  the  addition  and  deletion  of  terms — 
may  constitute  failure  to  conduct  the  con¬ 
test  substantially  as  announced.  For  the 
Commission’s  purposes,  a  licensee's  liability 
under  the  rule  will  be  determined  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  change;  and  if  the 
licensee’s  actions  are  reasonable,  no  sanc¬ 
tion  will  be  Imposed.  Factors  considered 
Include: 

(a)  The  extent  and  significance  of  the 
change. 

(b)  Whether  the  change  unfairly  disad¬ 
vantages  some  contestants. 

(c)  Whether  the  change  is  necessitated  by 
circumstances  beyond  the  licensee’s  con¬ 
trol. 

(d)  Whether  the  circumstances  requiring 
the  change  coiild  have  been  anticipated. 

When  it  is  determined  that  a  material 
contest  term  must  or  should  be  changed 
after  it  has  been  announced,  fair  conduct 
of  the  contest  requires  that: 

(a)  Impact  of  the  change  be  minimized  to 
reduce  the  posslbUity  of  unfairly  disadvan¬ 
taging  some  contestwts. 

(b)  The  change  be  announced  promptly 
and  conspicuously. 

20.  Station  XXXX  begins  an  hourly  call-in 
contest  without  mentioning  any  eligibility 
restrictions,  but  decides  to  limit  each  oon- 
testant  to  a  single  call  after  noticing  that  a 
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sniAll  group  ot  them  are  making  moet  ol  the 
calls.  Is  this  prc^>er? 

Yes.  Like  all  other  changes  In  material 
contest  terms,  changes  In  eligibility  restric¬ 
tions  will  be  considered  In  light  of  such  fac¬ 
tors  as  those  mentioned  in  question  19.  Since 
this  change  is  made  to  make  the  contest  fair 
to  a  greatM  number  of  potential  contestants 
and  does  not  unfairly  disadvantage  any,  It  la 
a  proper  change.  However,  adequate  notice  of 
It  should  be  given,  and  It  should  not  be  ap¬ 
plied  retroactively. 

21.  Station  XXXX  begins  a  contest  In 
which  the  winner  will  be  selected  by  drawing 
a  post  card  enUy,  but  does  not  state  a  dead¬ 
line  date  for  accepting  entries.  Has  It  im¬ 
properly  failed  to  disclose  a  material  contest 
term? 

No.  However,  the  deadline  date  should  be 
announced  far  enough  In  advance  for  a  per¬ 
son  who  wishes  to  enter  the  contest  to  do  so. 
Ilie  amount  of  time  required  would  vary 
from  a  few  seconds  (tar  telephone  entries) 
to  a  few  days  (for  simple  mail  entries)  to 
even  longer  (for  entries  requiring  special  ef¬ 
fort)  .  In  the  case  of  mall  entries.  It  should  be 
specified  whether  the  deadline  date  is  the 
date  of  postmark  or  the  date  of  receipt. 

22.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest  with 
an  aimounoed  prize  of  a  vacation  trip  to 
Buenos  Aires.  After  the  contest  begins, 
though,  arrangements  for  the  trip  fall 
through,  and  XXXX  substitutes  a  different 
prize.  Has  the  licensee  improperly  failed  to 
conduct  the  contest  substantially  as  an¬ 
nounced? 

The  answer  depends  on  the  circumstances 
of  the  change,  as  mentioned  In  question  19. 
In  this  case  the  licensee  should: 

(a)  Take  reasonable  steps  from  the  be¬ 
ginning  to  assure  Itself  that  the  prizes  of¬ 
fered  will  be  available  when  the  contest  Is 
concluded. 

(b)  Attempt  to  secure  an  eqvtl valent  prize 
If  the  original  becomes  unavailable. 

(e)  Substitute  a  prize  of  roiighly  compa¬ 
rable  value  if  an  equivalent  prize  cannot  be 
secured. 

(d)  Announee  the  oiiange  to  Its  audience 
as  soon  as  poealble. 

The  CommlBstom  will  find  the  change  Im¬ 
proper  If,  for  ezaasple: 

(a)  The  licensee  falls  to  take  reasonable 
steps  from  the  begtenSng  te  assure  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  prlaes. 

(b)  The  lloensee  did  not  Intend  to  award 
the  originally  offered  prize. 

(c)  The  licensee  falls  to  make  a  good-faith 
effort  to  secure  an  equivalent  or  compar¬ 
ably  valued  prize. 

(d)  The  change  Is  not  prcxnptly  and  con¬ 
spicuously  aiuiounced  to  the  station’s 
audience. 

23.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest 
offering  a  year’s  car  washes  as  the  prize.  Two 
weeks  after  the  contest  begins,  a  set  of  tires 
Is  added  to  the  prize.  Two  weeks  later  a  car 
Is  added.  Is  there  anything  improper  about 
these  prize  changes? 

No.  Since  no  contestant  Is  unfairly  dis¬ 
advantaged  by  the  Increases  In  prize  value, 
these  changes  are  not  Improper.  However,  re¬ 
ductions  In  prize  value  are  suspect,  raising 
the  question  whether  there  was  a  reasonable 
chance  the  larger  prizes  could  be  won. 

IfTSREPBESENTATIONS 

24.  Station  XXXX  conducts  an  hourly  Tur¬ 
key  Shoot  contest,  but  once  a  day  adds  a 
bonus  $100  If  the  contestant  wins  a  turkey. 
On  a  particular  day  the  bonus-prize  hour 
occurs  In  the  early  morning;  but  the  station’s 
announcers  continue  to  tell  contestants  later 
In  the  day  that  they  may  win  $100.  Has  the 
contest  been  conducted  Improperly? 

Tee.  When  a  station  states  or  Implies  that 
a  prize  can  be  won  when  in  fact  it  cannot,  a 


material  contest  term  (whether  the  prize  can 
be  won)  has  not  been  fully  and  accurately 
dlscloee^  and  the  contest  has  not  been  con¬ 
ducted  substantially  as  announced.  Similar 
misrepresentations  occur  when: 

(a)  A  station  urges  its  audience  to  look  for 
a  hldfien  prize  before  It  Is  hidden. 

(b)  A  station  urges  submission  of  entries 
that  It  knows  no  l<Higer  have  a  chance  to 
win  (for  example,  after  receipt  of  a  correct 
entry  In  a  contest  where  the  earliest  correct 
entry  is  the  winner) . 

(c)  A  station  annormces  a  91,000  Treasure 
Chest  contest  (see  question  13).  but  there  Is 
no  way  all  91,000  In  prizes  can  be  won. 

26.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest 
offering  95,000  In  merchandise  prizes  to  a 
single  winner.  The  winner  will  be  the  first 
person  to  call  a  designated  telephone  number 
once  the  station  announces  that  calls  will  be 
accepted.  The  station  urges  Its  audience  to 
stay  tuned  for  an  Imminent  announcement 
that  calls  will  be  accepted  (*’*  *  *  maybe 
In  five  minutes,  maybe  In  five  hours,  maybe 
In  five  days  •  •  •”),  though  the  announce¬ 
ment  will  not  be  made  for  two  weeks.  Are 
the  promotional  announcement  Improper? 

Tee.  Representations  that  It  is  possible  to 
win  the  contest  In  the  Immediate  future  are 
false  If  It  will  not  be  possible  to  win  for  a 
substantially  longer  time.  Such  announce¬ 
ments  do  not  accurately  disclose  a  material 
contest  term  (when  the  prize  can  be  won), 
and  are  therefore  Improper. 

OTHER  PROBI.ZMS 

26.  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  contest  In 
which,  to  win,  a  persoq  must  listen  for  his 
or  her  name  to  be  announced  on  the  air,  then 
call  a  special  telephone  number  within  five 
minutes.  The  telephone  line  Is  \ised  for  other 
station  business,  though,  and  Is  sometimes 
busy  when  contestants  call  the  station.  What 
should  the  station  do? 

The  station  should  take  ^>eclal  care  to  see 
that  the  telephone  line  Is  free  when  names 
are  broadcast.  If  attempts  to  keep  the  line 
open  do  not  succeed,  the  station  should 
change  the  operation  ot  the  eontest  to  assure 
that  oontsstants  have  a  reasonable  chance 
to  win.  Failure  to  take  ameb  action  may  con¬ 
stitute  failure  to  cooduet  the  contest  sub¬ 
stantially  as  annoiuued. 

21.  Station  XXXX  eooduots  a  eontest  of¬ 
fering  an  automobile,  and  anneunces  a  win¬ 
ner.  However,  the  winner  does  not  receive 
the  prize  until  more  than  a  jot  after  the 
contest  ends.  Is  the  delayed  award  of  the 
prize  Improper? 

Yes.  'The  prompt  award  of  prizes  at  the 
conclusion  of  a  contest  Is  an  implied  material 
term  of  every  contest  unless  there  Is  an  an¬ 
nouncement  to  the  contrary.  Unreasonable 
delay  In  awarding  prizes,  therefore,  is  a  fail¬ 
ure  to  conduct  the  contest  substantially  oa 
announced. 

28.  Station  XXxX  conducted  a  Scavenger 
Hxmt  contest,  publishing  a  list  of  Items  to  be 
collected.  As  the  contest  progressed.  It  be¬ 
came  apparent  that  the  list  wras  ambiguous, 
and  XXx.X  modified  the  requirements  slight¬ 
ly.  At  the  end  of  the  contest  there  was  no 
clear  winner,  though  two  contestants  claimed 
to  have  met  all  the  requirements.  How  should 
the  stations  have  avoided  these  problems? 

Contest  rules  and  procedium  should  have 
been  carefully  reviewed  in  advance  to  assure 
that  all  likely  problems  had  been  anticipated 
and  avoided.  In  this  case  scavenger-list  de- 
ciiptlons  should  have  been  thoroughly  an¬ 
alyzed  to  eliminate  ambiguities,  and  special 
attention  should  have  been  given  to  the  pro¬ 
cedure  for  determining  the  winner.  Any 
clarifications  required  during  the  course  of 
the  eontest  should  have  been  announced  to 
the  station's  audience  so  no  contestant 
would  have  an  unfair  advantage.  Where  sudh 


precautions  are  not  taken,  the  contest  may 
not  be  conducted  substantially  as  an¬ 
nounced. 

29.  Station  XXXX  plans  a  contest  and 
sets  out  rules  for  Its  operation.  Once  the 
contest  begins,  however,  station  employees 
disregard  the  rules,  and  the  contest  Is  not 
conducted  substantially  as  announced.  Is 
the  licensee  responsible? 

Yes.  Since  contests  by  their  very  nature 
carry  great  potential  for  abuse  because  of 
the  prizes  associated  with  them,  the  Oom- 
mlsslon  expects  licensees  to  exercise  special 
care  In  supervising  and  controlling  them 
to  assure  that  they  are  conducted  fairly  and 
substantially  as  represented  to  the  public.  If 
due  to  Inadequate  licensee  supervision, 
station  employees  do  not  conduct  a  contest 
properly,  the  licensee  will  be  held  ac- 
coimtable. 

[PR  Doc.75-16816  Filed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 
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(Docket  No.  20499;  PCC  76-6411 

BROADCAST  LICENSEES 

Prohibition  of  Certain  Fraudulent  Billing 
Practices 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of 
§  73.1205  of  the  Commission’s  rules  In 
order  to  prohibit  certain  fraudulent  bill¬ 
ing  practices.  Docket  No.  20499. 

1.  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
hereby  given  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter. 

2.  On  October  20,  1965,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  amended  Part  73  of  its  rules  and 
regulations  to  prohibit  fraudulent  bill¬ 
ings  practices  by  broadcast  licensees.  1 
FCC  2d  1068.  At  the  same  time  it 
adopted  a  Public  Notice  on  AiHiUcablllty 
of  the  Fraudulent  Billing  Rule,  whl<^ 
provided  illustrations  of  certain  such 
practices  with  which  the  Commisaion 
had  become  familiar.  1  FCC  2d  1075.  Oa. 
May  13,  1970,  the  Commission  ameaded 
the  rule  to  provide  clarifying  language 
regarding  its  scope,  and  added  to  tiM 
previous  Public  Notice  on  the  applicabil¬ 
ity  of  the  rule,  two  more  examples  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  amendment  adopted  on  that 
date.  At  the  same  time,  the  Commission 
combined  in  one  subpart.  S  73.1205,  the 
previous  three  sections  dealing  with  the 
AM,  PM  and  TV  services.  23  PCC  2d  70. 
The  present  text  of  S  73.1205  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Section  73  J 206  Fraudulent  billing  prac¬ 
tices.  No  licensee  of  a  standard,  FM,  or  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  station  shall  knowingly  is¬ 
sue  to  any  local,  regional  or  national  ad¬ 
vertiser,  advertising  agency,  station  repre¬ 
sentative,  manufacturer,  distributor,  jobber, 
or  any  other  party,  any  bill,  invoice,  affidavit 
or  other  document  which  contains  false  In¬ 
formation  concerning  the  amount  actuaUy 
charged  by  the  licensee  for  the  broadcast  ad¬ 
vertising  for  which  such  bill.  Invoice,  affi¬ 
davit  or  other  documents  Is  Issued,  or  which 
misrepresents  the  nature  or  content  of  such 
advertising  or  which  misrepresents  the  quan. 
tlty  of  advertising  actually  broadcast  (num¬ 
ber  or  length  of  advertising  messages)  or  the 
time  of  day  or  date  at  which  It  was  broad¬ 
cast.  Licensees  shall  exercise  reasonable  dUl- 
gence  to  see  that  their  agents  and  employees 
do  not  Issue  any  documents  which  would  vi¬ 
olate  this  section  If  issued  by  the  licensee. 

Note:  Commission  Interpretations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  rule  may  be  found  In  a 
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aeparat*  Public  Notice  Issued  May  18,  1970, 
entitled  "ApptlcabUlty  of  Praudutent  Billing 
Rule”  (FOC  70-818,  SS  FB  7908). 

3.  Since  adoption  of  the  rule,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  imposed  many  forfeitures  on 
licensees  for  violation  thereof  and  has 
designated  for  renewal  or  revocation 
hearing,  a  number  of  cases  based  in  whole 
or  in  part  on  issues  involving  fradulent 
billing.  However,  the  Commission  stated 
in  a  Public  Notice  dated  December  7. 
1972,  38  FCC  2d  1051,  that  it  continued 
to  receive  fraudulent  billing  complaints, 
frequently  confirmed  by  staff  investiga¬ 
tion,  thus  indicating  that  past  sanctions 
had  “by  no  means  accomplished  their 
purpose  (ff  causing  all  licensees  to  dis¬ 
continue  this  practice."  The  notice  stated 
farther: 

The  Commission  considers  violation  the 
fradulent  billing  rule  to  be  a  particularly 
serious  one  because  It  involves  participation 
by  the  licensee  In  a  fraud,  and  thus  raises 
serious  questions  as  to  his  qualifications  to 
remain  a  licensee.  Therefore,  It  intends  to 
examine  each  case  more  closely  In  light  of 
the  questions  raised  as  to  the  licensee's 
qualifications. 

Since  that  date  the  Commission  has  in¬ 
stituted  revocation  proceedings  or  des¬ 
ignated  hearings  on  renewal  applications 
in  a  number  of  additional  fraudulent 
billing  cases,  and  it  intends  to  pursue  this 
course  whenever  it  appears  to  be  war¬ 
ranted  by  the  facts.  ' 

4.  In  recent  years  a  number  of  in¬ 
stances  have  come  to  the  attention  of 
ttie  Commission  wherein  licensees  false¬ 
ly  certified  to  networks  with  which  they 
were  affiliated  that  they  had  broadcast 
certain  network  programs  in  their  en¬ 
tirety.  whereas  in  fact  the  licensees  had 
deleted  portions  of  the  network  pro¬ 
grams  or  had  not  carried  the  programs  at 
all.  The  Commission  made  it  clear  that 
it  considered  such  false  certifications  to 
constitute  fraudulent  billing  within  the 
meaning  of  1 73.1205,  and  imposed  sanc¬ 
tions  in  a  number  of  Instances.  See,  for 
exazmile.  “Radiozvk  Broadcasting  of 
Louisiana.  Inc.",  32  FCC  2d  603  (1971) 
and  "Channel  13  of  Las  Vegas,  Inc.”, 
37  PCC  2d  518  (1972) .  In  order  to  clarify 
Its  policies  regarding  “network  clipping," 
the  Conunlssion  on  March  2,  1973  is¬ 
sued  a  Public  Notice  entitled  “  ‘Clipping’ 
of  Radio  and  Television  Network  Pro¬ 
grams."  40  P(X1  2d  136.  The  first  two 
paragraphs  of  that  Public  Notice  are  pair- 
tlcularly  pertinent  to  our  present  pro¬ 
posal  to  sunend  the  fraudulent  billing 
rule: 

AlBliaMoa  contracts  between  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  and  networks  typlcaUy  provide  that  the 
staMon  will  be  compensated  for  carrying  spe¬ 
cific  network  programs,  commercials,  and 
other  material,  including,  but  not  limited 
to,  network  Identifications,  credit  announce¬ 
ments  or  promotional  material.  In  order  to 
eoUeot  payment,  the  station  periodically  sub¬ 
mits  a  statement  to  the  network  certifying 
that  the  qieclfied  network  material  has  been 
broadoast.  A  certification  form  usually  has 
space  to  Indicate  deletions  or  cancellations 
of  network  material.  If  deletions  or  cancel¬ 
lations  are  Indicated  by  the  station,  the 
amoimt  of  payment  received  from  the  net- 
WQric  may  be  reduced.  “Network  clipping” 
means  that  the  licensee  has  not  fulflUed  its 
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contractual  obligation  to  the  network,  by  cer¬ 
tifying  that  speotfled  network  material  was 
broadcast  In  full  when  there  were.  In  fact, 
cancellations  me  deletions.  Because  of  the 
number  of  coa^rlalnts  that  have  been  filed 
with  the  Oonomlssloa  on  network  clippliag, 
often  confirmed  upon  Investigation,  this 
public  notice  Is  being  Issued  to  cdarify  fur¬ 
ther  the  OommlsBlon  policy  in  this  area,  as 
well  as  pertinent  riUes  and  Commission  cases 
dealing  with  network  clipping. 

Licensees  are  cautioned  that  as  a  general 
proposition  the  Commission  considers  falsely 
certifying  that  network  material  has  been 
carried  to  be  a  use  of  a  licensed  facility  for 
fraudulent  purposes,  which  raises  serious 
questions  as  to  a  licensee's  qualifications  to 
hold  a  broadcast  authorization.  The  Com¬ 
mission's  concern  exists  regardless  of  wheth¬ 
er  the  clipped  material  consists  of  adver¬ 
tising,  program  content,  or  other  material 
provided  by  the  network,  and  regardless  of 
whether  network  dipping  exists  because  of 
the  licensee's  knowlJ^  participation.  Its  In¬ 
difference,  or  its  failure  to  adequately  super¬ 
vise  or  control  Its  employees  or  agents. 

5.  As  stated  in  the  Public  Notice  as 
quoted  above,  we  believe  that  falsely  cer¬ 
tifying  that  network  material  has  been 
carried,  whether  the  material  consists  of 
advertising,  progrtun  content,  or  other 
material  provided  by  the  network,  is  use 
of  a  licensed  facility  for  fraudulent  pur¬ 
poses,  raising  serious  questions  as  to  a 
licensee’s  qualifications  to  hold  a  broad- 
cfUit  authorization.  We  believe  that  simi¬ 
lar  questions  are  raised  when  a  licensee 
furnishes  false  information  regarding 
the  broadcast  of  program  matter  sup¬ 
plied  by  any  other  party  with  which  the 
licensee  has  entered  into  a  contract  or 
other  agreement  obligating  the  licensee 
to  provide  specified  information  con¬ 
cerning  the  iH'oadcast  of  the  program  or 
program  matter  supplied  by  such  party. 
We  have  in  mind,  inter  alia,  program 
syndicators  v4iich  furnish  consideration 
to  licensees  to  carry  their  programs  as 
siqiplied  to  the  licensees,  including  in 
many  cases  commercial  announcetnents 
sold  by  tiie  syndicator  or  program  pack¬ 
ager,  which  the  licensee  has  agreed  to 
broadcast  as  consideration  for  receiving 
the  right  to  broadcast  the  program. 
Another  example  which  has  come  to  our 
attention  is  that  of  sports  clubs  or 
leagues  which  make  available  play-by- 
play  broeulcasts  of  their  teams  in  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  stations’  agreements  to 
carry  the  broadcasts  in  full.  Including 
commercial  matter. 

6.  We  wish  to  make  clear,  as  we  stated 
in  our  Public  Notice  of  March  2,  1973, 
that: 

Notblog  In  this  notice  should  be  Inter¬ 
preted  to  place  any  limitation  on  the  U- 
censee's  discretion  to  delete  any  material 
that  It  believes  to  be  Indecent,  profaiM,  ob¬ 
scene,  in  bad  taste,  or  otherwise  contrary  to 
the'  piiblio  Interest.  The  Notice  Is  intended  to 
emphasize  that  such  deletions  or  canoeUa- 
tlons  should  be  accurately  disclosed  in  the 
certifications  to  the  network.  This  Notice  Is 
not  to  apply  to  clipping  of  a  few  seconds 
duration  that  occasionally  results  from 
switching  or  other  technical  problems. 
Finally,  this  notice  is  directed  toward  the 
obligations  of  the  licensee.  The  licensee  la 
not  reqxmaible  for  material  deleted  by  title 
network;  for  example,  the  editing  of  films 
by  a  network  to  conform  to  time  require¬ 
ments,  or  returning  to  a  sports  event  after 


a  network  commercial  when  play  was  re¬ 
sinned  during  the  commercial. 

7.  In  view  of  the  above,  we  propose  to 
am^d  §  73.1205  of  the  rules  by  In^ting 
therein  a  subsection  (b)*  which  would 
provide  as  follows: 

(b)  Where  a  licensee  and  any  program 
supplier  have  entered  into  a  contract  or 
other  agreement  obUgatlng  the  licensee  to 
supply  any  document  providing  specified  in¬ 
formation  concerning  the  broadcast  of  the 
program  or  program  matter  supplied,  includ¬ 
ing  noncommercial  matter,  the  licensee  shall 
not  knowingly  include  in  that  document  In¬ 
formation  required  by  the  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment  which  is  false. 

8.  We  propose  to  re-designate  the  pres¬ 
ent  rule  as  subsection  (a),  but  to  delete 
the  last  sentence  of  the  present  rule,* 
substituting  therefor  a  new  subsection 
(c)  which  would  read  as  follows: 

(c)  A  licensee  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
violated  this  section  if  it  fails  to  exercise 
reasonable  diligence  to  see  that  its  agents 
and  employees  do  not  Issue  documents  con¬ 
taining  the  false  information  specified  in 
(a)  and  (b)  above. 

Although  we  previously  have  held  tiiat' 
failure  to  exercise  reasonable  diligence 
constitutes  a  violation  of  the  rule  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  licensee’s  lack  of  knowl¬ 
edge  that  false  bills  were  being  issued.* 
we  believe  it  advisable  to  make  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  rule  more  clear  by  addi¬ 
tion  of  subsection  (c) . 

9.  When  it  adopted  the  original 
fraudulent  billing  rule,  the  Commission 
issued  a  Public  Notice  on  “Applicability  of 
the  Fraudulent  Billing  Rule,"  contaia- 
ing  eight  illustrative  examples  of  types  of 
fraudulent  billing  to  which  the  rule  would 
apply.  When  the  rule  was  clarified  by  the 
1970  amendment,  two  more  examples 
were  added  to  the  Public  Notice.  We  now 
propose  to  add  further  examples  illus¬ 
trating  the  aivlicatioQ  of  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  rule,  and  to  re-lssHe 
the  Public  Notice  in  its  entirety  for  the 
convenience  of  licensees.  Accmrdingly,  a 
revised  Public  Notice  is  appended  hereto 
along  with  the  proposed  revised  rule  for 
comments  of  interested  parties.  The  10 
previously-released  examples  remain  un¬ 
changed  in  the  Notice  as  here  revised, 
except  for  the  Interpretation  in  Example 
7,  in  which  the  licensee’s  obligation  has 
been  made  more  specific  and  less  sweep¬ 
ing  than  before.  The  present  language 
states  that  the  practice  described  in  Ex¬ 
ample  7  constitutes  fraudulent  billhig 
“unless  the  dealer  can  provide  satisfac¬ 
tory  evidence  that  the  manufacturer  of 
‘Applicance  A’  is  aware  that  the  dealer 


^The  present  last  sentence  reads:  “Licen¬ 
sees  shall  exercise  reasonable  diligence  to  see 
that  their  agents  and  employees  do  not  Issue 
any  documents  which  would  violate  this  sec¬ 
tion  if  Issued  by  the  licensee.” 

■  Faulkner  Radio,  Inc.,  26  FCC  2d  893 
(1970) ,  in  which  the  Commission  stated:  “In 
order  to  affirm  the  forfeiture,  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  find  that  the  principals  of  the  li¬ 
censee  had  direct  knowledge  of  the  fact  that 
false  affidavits  were  Issued.  In  its  prior  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order,  the  Commission 
stated  that  “there  was  a  clear  indication  of 
lack  of  diligence  (m  the  part  of  the  licensee.” 
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actually  paid  only  $5  per  spot  because  of 
the  volume  discount."  We  believe  that 
the  manufacturer  will  be  sufficiently 
alerted  to  the  possibility  that  the  dealer 
may  obtain  a  discount  If  the  licensee 
prints  or  stamps  on  the  face  of  the  affi¬ 
davit  of  performance  a  statement  such 
as  "Rate  subject  to  volume  discount  to 
dealer." 

10.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  S  1.415  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  interested  parties 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  August 
29,  1975,  and  reply  comments  on  or  be¬ 
fore  Eteptember  29, 1975.  All  relevant  and 
timely  comments  and  reply  comments 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  be¬ 
fore  final  action  is  taken  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  In  reaching  its  decision  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  Ccanmlssion  may  also  take 
into  account  other  relevant  information 
before  it,  in  addition  to  the  specific  com¬ 
ments  invited  by  this  Notice. 

11.  Authority  for  the  amendments  pro¬ 
posed  herein  is  contained  in  sections  4(1) 
and  303 (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

12.  In  Bcoordance  with  the  provisions 
of  S  1.419  of  the  rules,  an  mi^al  and 
14  c(H>ies  of  an  comments,  replies,  plead¬ 
ings,  briefs,  and  other  doctunents  shall  be 
furnished  to  the  Commission.  Responses 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
during  regular  business  hours  in  the 
Commission’s  Broadcast  and  Docket  Ref¬ 
erence  Room  at  its  Headquarters  in 
Washington.  O.C. 

Adopted:  May  29.  1975. 

Released:  June  25,  1975. 

Pebckal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[SEAL]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

1.  Section  73.1205  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  73.1205  Fraudulent  billing  practices. 

(a)  No  licensee  of  a  standard.  FM,  or 
television  broadcast  station  shall  know¬ 
ingly  issue  to  aay  local,  regional  or  na¬ 
tional  adrerther,  advertising  agency, 
station  representative,  manufacturer, 
distributm-,  jobber  or  any  other  party, 
any  bill,  invoice,  affidavit  or  other  docu¬ 
ment  which  contains  false  information 
concerning  the  amount  actually  charged 
by  the  llcmsee  for  the  broadcast  adver¬ 
tising  for  which  such  bill,  invoice,  affi¬ 
davit  or  other  document  is  Issu^,  or 
which  misrepresents  the  nature  or  con¬ 
tent  of  such  advertising,  or  which  mis¬ 
represents  the  quantity  of  advertising  ac¬ 
tually  broadcast  (number  or  length  of 
advertising  messages)  or  the  time  of  day 
or  date  at  which  it  was  broadcast. 

(b)  Where  a  licensee  and  any  pro¬ 
gram  supplier  have  entered  into  a  con¬ 
tract  or  other  agreement  obligating  the 
licensee  to  supply  any  document  provld- 


•  Separate  statement  of  (Chairman  Wiley 
Joined  In  by  Commissioners  Lee,  Reid,  Quello 
and  Robinson  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document.  Commissioners  Hooks  and  Wash- 
bum  absent. 


Ing  specified  informatlcm  concerning  the 
broadcast  of  the  program  or  program 
matter  supplied,  including  noncommer¬ 
cial  matter,  the  licensee  shall  not  know¬ 
ingly  include  in  that  document  informa¬ 
tion  required  by  the  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment  which  is  false. 

(c)  A  licensee  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
violated  this  section  if  it  fails  to  exer¬ 
cise  reasonable  diligence  to  see  that  its 
agents  and  employees  do  not  issue  docu¬ 
ments  containing  the  false  information 
specified  in  paragrsqihs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  section. 

Note:  Commission  interpretations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  rule  may  be  found  in  the 
attached  Public  Notice  entitled  Applicability 
of  the  Fraudulent  Billing  Rule." 

Commission  Issues  Bxvis»  List  ov  Examples 

or  Applicabilitt  or  the  Feauuulxnt  Bill- 

iNfl  Rule 

On  October  20.  1966,  the  Commission 
amended  Part  73  of  its  rtUes  and  regulations 
to  prohibit  fraudulewt  bfillog  practices  by 
broadcast  licensees.  At  the  same  time.  It 
Issued  a  Public  Notice  oontalQing  illustrative 
examples  of  certain  kinds  of  fraudulent  bUl- 
Ing  practices  with  which  the  Commission 
was  familiar.  It  cautioned  that  "Since  fraud¬ 
ulent  bluing  practices  may  take  many  format 
the  foUowlng  list  of  examples  should  not  be 
considered  all-lncluaiTe."  1  FCC  2d  1066. 1076. 
The  fraudulent  billing  rule,  now  designated 
as  {  73.1206  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  was  amended  on  May  13.  1070 
to  clarify  Its  meaning  and  the  previously- 
issued  Public  Notice  was  correspondingly 
amplified  with  two  new  examples.  23  FCC  2d 
70. 

The  Commission  has  now  adopted  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  which  would  ftmther 
amend  1 73.1205.  In  view  of  the  proposed 
amendments.  It  Is  appropriate  to  add -corre¬ 
sponding  Illustrative  examples  to  the  pre¬ 
viously  issued  Public  Notice  and  to  Issue  a 
revised  and  consolidated  Notice  Incorporat¬ 
ing  the  additions  adopted  in  1970  as  well. 
The  examples  which  foHow  are,  like  those 
previously  released,  not  to  be  considered  all- 
inclusive  but  merely  Wuattwtlve  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  nde  to  some  practices.  The 
ten  examples  previously  Issued  are  incor¬ 
porated  herein  In  their  original  form  except 
for  a  revision  of  the  Interpretation  of  the 
rule  as  It  applies  to  the  situattea  described  in 
Example  7. 

Examples 

1.  A  licensee  Issues  a  bttl  or  Invoice  to  local 
dealer  for  60  commercial  apots  at  a  rate  of 
$6  each  for  a  total  of  $260.  In  connection 
with  the  same  60  eoaomercial  spots,  the 
station  also  supplies  the  local  dealer  or  an 
advertising  agency,  Jobber,  distributor,  or 
manufacturer  of  products  add  by  the  local 
dealer,  another  amdavtt,  memorandum,  bill, 
or  Invoice  which  indicates  that  the  amoimt 
charged  the  local  dealer  for  the  60  apots  was 
greater  than  $5  per  spot. 

Interpretation.  This  Is  fraudulent  billing, 
since  It  tends  to  deceive  the  manufacturer. 
Jobber,  distributor  or  advertising  agency  to 
which  the  infiated  bill  eventually  is  sent, 
as  to  the  amount  actually  charged  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  statlon-for  the  advertising. 

2.  A  licensee  issues  a  bill  or  Invoice  to  a 
local  dealer  for  60  commercial  spots  at  $6 
each  and  the  bill.  Invoice  or  accompanying 
affidavit  Indicates  that  the  60  spots  were 
broadcast  on  behalf  of  certain  coc^ratlvely 
advertised  products,  whereas  some  of  the 
q>ots  did  not  advertise  the  special  products, 
but  were  used  by  the  local  dealer  solely  to 
advertise  his  store  or  products  for  which 
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-cooperative  sponsorship  could  not  be  ob¬ 
tained. 

Interpretation.  This  is  fraudulent  billing, 
even  though  the  station  actually  received 
66  each  for  the  60  spots,  because,  by  falsely 
representing  that  the  spots  advertised  cer¬ 
tain  products,  the  licensee  has  enabled  the 
local  dealer  to  obtain  reimbursement  from 
the  manufacturer,  distributor.  Jobber  or  ad¬ 
vertising  agency  for  advertising  on  behalf 
of  Its  product  which  was  not  actually 
broadcast. 

3.  A  licensee  sends,  or  permits  its  employ¬ 
ees  to  send,  blank  bills  or  Invoices  bearing 
the  name  of  licensee  or  his  call  letters  to 
a  local  dealer  or  other  party. 

Interpretation.  A  presumption  exists  that 
licensee  Is  tacitly  participating  In  a  fraudu¬ 
lent  scheme  whereby  a  local  dealer,  advertis¬ 
ing  agency  or  other  party  Is  enabled  to  de¬ 
ceive  a  third  party  as  to  the  rate  actually 
charged  by  licensee  for  advertising,  and 
thereby  to  collect  reimbursement  for  such 
advertising  In  an  amount  greater  than  that 
specified  by  the  agreement  between  the  third 
party  and  the  local  dealer.  It  la  the  lioenoee's 
responsibility  to  maintain  control  over  the 
Issuance  of  bills  and  Invoices  In  the  licen¬ 
see’s  name,  to  make  SLire  that  fraud  U  not 
praettoed. 

4.  A  Uoensee  submits  bills  or  Invoices  to 
an  advertiolng  agency,  station  repreoantative. 
or  other  party  Indicating  that  licensee’s  rate 
per  spot  la  650,  whereas  the  Uoensee  actually 
receives  only  $6  or  $10  par  spot  In  actval 
payment  from  the  agency,  representative  or 
other  party.  Licensee  claims  that  the  remain¬ 
ing  80  or  90  percent  of  Its  original  Invoice 
has  been  deducted  by  the  agency  aa  "oonunls- 
slon”  and  therefore  no  "double  billing’’  Is 
Involved. 

Interpretation.  This  Is  fraudulent  billing. 
’The  agency  discount  does  not  customarily 
exceed  15  percent  and  the  supplying  of  bills 
and  Invoices  by  the  licensee  to  agencies  which 
Indicate  that  the  licensee  is  charging  several 
times  as  much  for  advertising  as  he  actually 
receives  constitutes  participation  in  a  fraud¬ 
ulent  scheme. 

5.  A  licensee  submits  a  bill  or  Invoice  to 
a  local  dealer  or  other  party  for  60  commer¬ 
cial  spots  at  66  for  a  total  of  $260.  However, 
the  bottom  of  the  bill  or  Invoice  carries  an 
addendum  so  placed  that  it  may  be  cut  off 
of  the  bill  or  Invoice  without  leaving  any 
Indication  that  the  Invoice  originally  car¬ 
ried  such  an  addendum.  ’The  addendum  apec- 
Ifies  a  "discount”  to  the  advertiser  based  on 
volume,  frequency  or  other  consideration,  so 
that  the  amount  actually  billed  at  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  the  page  is  less  than  $6  for  each  spot. 

Interpretation.  The  preparation  of  bills  or 
invoices  In  a  manner  which  seems  designed 
primarily  to  enable  the  dealer  to  deceive  a 
cooperative  advertiser  as  to  the  amount  actu¬ 
ally  charged  for  cooperative  advertising 
raises  a  presumption  that  the  licensee  is 
participating  In  a  “double  billing’’  scheme. 

6.  A  licensee  submits  a  bill  or  invoice  to 
a  local  dealer  for  60  spots  Involving  coopera¬ 
tive  advertising  of  a  certain  product  or  prod¬ 
ucts  at  a  rate  of  66‘eacb  and  actually  collects 
this  amount  from  the  dealer.  However,  as 
a  bonus  the  licensee  “gives”  the  dealer  60 
additional  spots  in  which  the  product  or 
products  named  on  the  original  invoice  are 
not  advertised,  so  that  the  dealer  aotmUly 
obtains  the  benefit  of  100  spots  In  return  fur 
payment  to  the  station  of  the  $260  billed  for 
the  60  cooperative  spots. 

Interpretation.  If  the  80  "bonus"  spots 
were  broadcast  as  the  result  of  any  agree¬ 
ment  cr  muteretandlng  expressed  or  Implied, 
that  the  dealer  would  receive  such  addl- 
tlonnl  advertising  In  return  for  contracting 
for  the  first  10  ipots  at  $6  satfii,  the  so- 
called  "bonus"  spots  were.  In  fact,  a  part  of 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  123 — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  25,  1975 


26698 


Pt0P06ED  RULES 


tbe  same  deal,  and  tbe  UoeaMe.  by  hte  ac¬ 
tions,  Is  participating  in  a  scbeme  to  deceiTO 
or  defraud  a  manufacturer.  Jobber,  dis¬ 
tributor  or  advertising  agency. 

7.  A  local  appliance  dealer  agrees  to  pur¬ 
chase  1,000  sp^  per  year  from  a  station 
and  thereby  earns  a  discount  which  reduces 
bis  rate  per  spot  from  $10  to  $5.  During 
the  course  of  the  year,  the  dealer  purchases 
100  spots  from  tbe  station  which  advertises 
both  tbe  dealer  and  "Appliance  A"  and  for 
which  tbe  decder  pays  $6  per  spot.  Since  the 
station's  rate  per  spot  for  100  spots  Is  $10. 
the  dealer  asks  the  station  to  supply  him 
with  an  Invoice  for  the  100  spots  on  behalf 
of  "Appliance  A”  at  $10  per  spot,  claiming 
that  if  the  manufacturer  of  the  appliance 
bad  purchased  tbe  100  BpoXm,  or  If  the  dealer 
himself  had  purchased  only  these  100  spots 
within  the  oourse  of  a  year,  the  $10  rate 
would  apply,  and  that,  therefore,  the  manu¬ 
facturer  should  be  required  to  reimburse  the 
dealer  at  the  $10  rate. 

Inter pTet€Uion.  This  practice  constitutes 
fraudulent  billing  unless  the  licensee  makes 
certain  that  the  manufacturer  of  "Appliance 
A"  is  alerted  to  the  fact  or  possibUlty  of  the 
dealer’s  saming  a  volume  discount.  Thus. 
iiniftKx  ths  dealer  provides  satisfactory  evi¬ 
dence  that,  the  manufacturer  Is  aware  that 
the  dealer  actually  paid  only  $5  per  spot, 
the  licensee  should  ^nt  or  stamp  a  state¬ 
ment  <Hi  the  face  of  the  alBdavlt  of  per¬ 
formance  which  is  to  be  forwarded  to  the 
manufacturer.  The  statement  might  be,  for 
example,  “RATB  SUBJ*CT  TO  VOLUMH 
DISCCKJNT  TO  DEALSR." 

8.  A  Ucensee  issuea  a  biU  ot  invoice  to  a 
dealer  for  commercial  spots  which  were 
never  broadocut. 

InterpretrOUm.  This  practice,  prima  facie, 
involves  fraud,  either  against  the  dealer  or 
against  a  third  party  which  the  dealer  ex- 
pecSs  to  provide  partial  rsimbursement  iae 
the  nonexistent  advertising. 

9.  A  licensee  knowingly  issues  a  bill  or 
invoice  to  a  local  or  national  advertise'  which 
shows  broadcast  at  oommsrclal  announce¬ 
ments  1  minute  In  length,  whereas  in  fact 
emne  at  the  announcements  were  only  30 
eeoonds  in  length. 

Interpretation.  77118  Is  fraudulent  billing, 
sluoe  it  misrepresents  the  length  of  the  com¬ 
mercials,  a  highly  Important  element  of  the 
price  charged  for  them. 

10.  A  Licensee  knowingly  Issues  a  bill  or 
invoice  to  a  local  or  national  advertiser 
which  sets  forUi  tbe  time  of  day  or  date  on 
which  commercial  announcements  were 
broadcast,  whereas  in  fact  they  were  pre¬ 
sented  at  a  different  time  or  on  a  different 
d^,  ta  were  not  tooadcast  at  all. 

Interpretation.  This  is  fraudulent  billing, 
since  time  of  luoadcast  is  often  highly  im¬ 
portant  in  its  value  and  the  price  charged 
for  it.  Charging  for  advertising  not  broadcast 
is  clearly  fraudulent. 

11.  The  licensee  of  a  station  afiUiated  with 
a  network  fiumisbes  a  written  oertiflcatlon 
that  the  station  has  broadcast  a  certain  net¬ 
work  program  in  full,  whereas  in  fact  the 
station  has  not  broadcast  a  part  of  the  ad¬ 
vertising  content  of  tbe  program,  or  has 
tailed  to  broadcast  a  portion  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  other  than  advertising. 

Interpretation.  Falsely  certifying  to  the 
network  that  a  network  program  was  broad¬ 
cast  in  its  entirety  constitutes  a  violation  of 
f  73.1305 (h)  of  the  rules,  regardless  of 
whether  the  matter  not  broadcast  consists  of 
advertising  or  other  matter. 

12.  A  licensee  enters  into  a  barter  agree¬ 
ment  with  a  program  supplier  whereby  the 
licensee  agrees  to  broadcast  the  entire  pro¬ 
gram  as  fiumlsbed  by  the  supplier.  Including 
commercial  spots  which  the  supi^ler  already 
has  S(dd.  The  station  itself  is  permitted  to 
sell  a  number  of  additional  spots  for  inser¬ 


tion  in  the  program.  The  station  is  required 
by  its  agreement  with  the  syndicator  or 
supplier  to  furnish  a  statement  as  to 
whether  each  program  was  broadcast  in  full 
as  furnished  by  the  supplier.  Although  the 
station  furnishes  oertiflcatlon  that  tbe  pro¬ 
gram  was  broadcast  in  its  entirely.  It  has  In 
fact  omitted  portions  of  either  the  com¬ 
mercial  or  noncommercial  segments  of  tbe 
program. 

Interpretation.  As  in  example  11  above, 
such  false  certiflcation  constitutes  a  viola¬ 
tion  of  f  73.1206 (b)  of  the  rules. 

13.  Although  principals  of  the  licensee  are 
unaware  of  the  fact,  one  or  more  station  em¬ 
ployees  are  either  intentionally  or  because  of 
C€U«lessness  Issuing  false  bills.  Invoices,  af¬ 
fidavits,  certifloations  or  other  documents 
such  as  are  described  In  S  73.1205(a)  or  (b). 
For  example,  an  employee  Is  issuing  bills 
based  upon  advertising  contracts  or  “start 
orders"  without  checking  the  program  logs 
for  the  period  covered  by  the  bills  to  make 
sure  that  the  advertising  actually  was  broad¬ 
cast  as  represented  In  the  bills.  Principals 
of  the  Ucensee  are  unaware  of  this  practice 
but  have  not  exercised  reasonable  diligence 
to  see  that  their  employees  do  not  engage  In 
such  practices,  which  have  been  proved  by 
experience  to  be  likely  to  result  In  Issuance 
of  false  bills  or  invoices. 

Interpretation.  Whether  the  licensee’s 
agent  or  employee  Is  Intentionally  or  only 
carelessly  Issuing  false  bills,  tbe  licensee  will 
be  deemed  to  have  violated  {  73.1206  unless 
it  exercises  reasonalUe  diligence  to  prevent 
such  practices. 

(PR  Doc.75-16314  Piled  6-24-76:8:45  amj 


[47CFR  Part  73] 

(Docket  No,  20601;  FCC  75-6431 

BROADCAST  UCENSEE8 

Prohibition  Against  Distortion  of  Audience 
Ratings 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  73 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
to  prohibit  distortion  of  audience  ratings, 
Docket  No.  20501. 

1.  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
herebff  given  In  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter. 

2.  For  many  years,  the  Commissioa  has 
cautioned  broadcast  licensees  against 
distortion  of  audience  ratings  of  radio  or 
television  programs  or  stations.  We  have 
issued  two  Public  Notices  on  this  subject, 
dated  June  13,  1963  (FCC  63-544),  and 
October  27.  1965  (1  FCC  2d  1078),  which 
are  attached  below  as  Appendices  A  and 
B.  In  some  cases,  the  Commission  has  Is¬ 
sued  letters  of  admonition.  In  others,  it 
has  granted  short-term  renewals.  (Star 
Stations  of  Indiana,  Inc.,  3  RR  2d  745 
(1964) ;  Western  Broadcasting  Co.,  14 
FCC  2d  267  (1968);  and  Marsh  Media, 
Ltd.,  38  FCC  2d  457  (1972),)  It  also  has 
designated  Issues  of  ratings  distortion  in 
hearing  orders.  (KFPW  Broadcasting 
Co..  16  FCC  2d  681  (1969) ;  Hertz  Broad¬ 
casting  of  Birmingham.  Inc.,  FCC  73- 
1195,  38  FR  33322  (1973).)  Despite  the 
past  efforts  of  the  Commission  to  prevent 
rating  distortion,  the  practice  continues 
and  complaints  recently  received  indicate 
that  it  may  be  increasing.  Therefore,  we 
propose  to  adopt  rules  prohibiting  dis¬ 
tortion  of  rating  as  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  an  unfair  and  dec^tive 
business  practice  which  raises  questions 


as  to  the  qualifications  of  a  licensee  or 
permittee  to  ooatiiuie  to  hold  a  license  or 
permit. 

BACKOftomn)  OF  ths  Problsii 

3.  Audience  surveys  are  conducted  by 
rating  services  to  determine  what  per¬ 
centage  of  the  total  potential  radio  or 
television  audience  is  or  has  been  view¬ 
ing  or  listening  to  a  particular  program 
or  station.*  Audience  ratings  so  obtained 
have  been  used  by  licensees  and  networks 
to  determine  the  relative  popularity  of 
their  programs,  and  have  been  relied 
upon  extensively  by  advertisers  In  de¬ 
termining  what  programs  to  sponsor. 

4.  In  an  effort  to  gain  an  unfair  ad¬ 
vantage  over  competitors,  some  licensees 
and  permittees  have  engaged  in  special 
promotions  during  or  preceding  the 
period  in  which  an  audience  survey  was 
being  conducted,  in  order  to  bring  about 
a  temporary  increase  in  the  station’s  rat¬ 
ing  and  thus  to  create  a  false  impression 
that  the  station’s  normal  audience  is 
larger  than  it  is.  Such  promotions  have 
included  contests,  special  give-away 
schemes  rewarding  the  public  for  tuning 
to  the  station,  and  vastly  Increased  ad¬ 
vertising  campaigns  timed  to  coincide 
with  or  precede  a  rating  period. 

5.  In  addition  to  the  above  practices, 
some  licensees  have  engaged  in  promo¬ 
tions  designed  to  cause,  or.  at  least,  likely 
to  have  the  effect  of  causing,  members  of 
the  public  falsely  to  state,  when 
proached  by  a  rating  service,  that  they 
prefer  or  regularly  listen  to  or  view  a 
particular  station.  One  example  of  such 
an  activity  is  the  “Don’t  Say  Hello”  con¬ 
test,  wherein  a  station  annoimces  or  ad¬ 
vertises  that  if  it  telephones  a  home  and 
the  person  answering  the  telephone  says 
“I  listen  to  Station  XXXX”  (instead  of 
“Hello”) ,  a  prize  will  be  awarded  to  that 
person.  The  same  result  may  be  sought 
by  interviewing  persons  on  the  street, 
asking  them  to  name  their  favorite  sta¬ 
tion  and  then  rewarding  those  who  name 
the  station  conducting  the  promotioii. 
When  the  interviews  with  winning  inter¬ 
viewees  are  later  broadcast,  the  probable 
result  is  to  cause  persons  hearing  the 
boardcasts  to  answer  falsely  any  ques¬ 
tions  put  to  them  by  rating  servioes,  in 
the  belief  that  the  questions  are  a  part 
of  a  particular  station’s  promotion  and 
that  answering  with  the  call  letters  of  the 
station  will  win  a  prize. 

6.  Still  another  unfair  and  deceptive 
practice  consists  of  making  false  or  mis¬ 
leading  claims  of  a  station’s  popularity  or 
coverage  area  based  on  audience  ratings 
which  themselves  may  be  accurate.  Thus, 

^  Such  surveys  have  been  or  are  being  con¬ 
ducted  by  means  which  Include  (i)  telephon¬ 
ing  persons  at  random  to  ask  whether  their 
radio  or  TV  set  is  In  use  and  if  so,  the  iden¬ 
tity  of  the  station  to  which  it  is  tuned;  (il) 
interviewing  persons  at  their  homes  or  else¬ 
where  as  to  tbe  programs  or  stations  which 
they  recently  tuned  In;  (ill)  having  members 
of  the  pubUo  fill  in  “diaries”  which  Hat  the 
stations  and  programs  viewed  or  listened  to 
during  a  specified  period;  (iv)  installing 
metering  devices  In  radio  or  TV  sets  vdilch 
record  the  times  when  ttie  sets  are  in  use  and 
the  stations  to  which  they  are  tuned. 
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a  station  may  claim  to  be  “Number  One” 
in  its  market  whereas  the  audience  stur- 
vey  shows  it  to  be  first  only  during  cer¬ 
tain  times  of  day  or  within  only  a  par¬ 
ticular  segment  of  the  audience.  Some 
stations  have  circulated  sinrvey  results 
purportedly  based  on  recent  sm^eys 
when  in  fact  the  survey  quoted  is  several 
years  old  or  has  been  superseded  by  a 
later  report  encompassing  the  same  area. 
Still  another  example  of  misleading  use 
of  survey  results  is  failme  to  disclose 
that  the  figures  cited  are  only  estimates, 
or  are  based  upon  estimates,  and  are  not 
acciu-ate  to  any  precise  mathematical 
degree  imless  based  upon  a  true  proba¬ 
bility  sample. 

7.  The  Special  Subcommittee  on  In¬ 
vestigations  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  held 
extensive  hearings  on  the  subject  of  au¬ 
dience  surveys  in  1963  and  1964.  The  Re¬ 
port  of  the  l^bcommlttee  (House  Report 
No.  1212,  89th  Congress,  2d  Session) 
stated  (p.  2)  that  “false  or  misleading 
audience  measurement  ratings  must  be 
exposed.”  The  Report  continued: 

Rlgbtly  or  wrongly,  sponsors  react  to  tbe 
audience  rating  systems.  Millions  of  doUars 
turn  on  tbe  rating  levels.  The  Immediate  and 
long-range  future  of  all  types  of  programs 
•  •  •  are  controlled  by  tbe  ratings  which 
each  show  receives.  If  this  rating  system  la  to 
continue  we  must  make  certain  that  the  rat¬ 
ing  received  Is  the  rating  achieved — no  more, 
and  no  less. 

If  public  reaction  Is  an  appropriate  meas¬ 
ure,  then  the  public  reaction  should  be  free 
from  any  tampering  or  adjustment  for  priv¬ 
ate  purposes.  If  public  surveys  are  to  be  \ised 
to  determine  where,  when,  and  what  will  be 
broadcast,  we  must  assure  that  such  surveys 
are  not  misused. 

The  broculcasting  Industry  as  a  whole 
shares  this  responslbUlty  *  *  *. 

8.  The  Report  further  stated  (pp.  10- 
11)  that  both  the  FCC  and  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  “have  important 
statutory  responsibilities  imder  their  or¬ 
ganic  acts  with  regard  to  broadcast  rat¬ 
ing  services,”  and  continued: 

The  two  agencies  have  recognized  that  they 
have  a  joint  responsibility  In  these  areas 
which  requires  proper  coordination.  On 
June  13,  1963,  the  two  agencies  Issued  sep¬ 
arate  coordinated  poUcy  statements  regard¬ 
ing  their  respective  responsibilities  In 
connection  with  broadcast  ratings.  The 
FCC  statemept  stressed  that  broadcasters 
must  act  responslMy  In  using  ratings. 
They  mtist  take  reasonable  precautions 
to  Insure  that  surveys  used  In  advertis¬ 
ing  campaigns  are  valid  (e.g.,  that  they  are 
properly  conceived,  reasonably  free  from  bias, 
and  have  adequate  samples).  Broadcasters 
also  must  refrain  from  quoting  portions  of 
surveys  eut  of  context  so  as  to  leave  a  false 
and  misleading  Impression  of  the  relative 
ranking  of  stations  In  their  respective 
markets. 

The  FCC  stated  that  In  determining 
whether  a  licensee  Is  operating  In  tbe  public 
Interest,  the  Commission  wlU  take  Into  ac¬ 
count  any  FTC  findings  or  order  to  cease  and 
desist  concerning  the  use  of  broadcast  rat¬ 
ings  by  a  licensee. 

Tbe  FCC  also  stressed  that  ordinarily  It  In¬ 
tends  to  refer  complaints  dealing  with  ques¬ 
tionable  use  of  broadcast  ratings  to  the  FTC 
as  the  agency  having  primary  responsibility 
in  this  res];>ect. 

The  FTC  stated  that  It  would  take  vigor¬ 
ous  action  against  any  broadcaster  who 


claims  that  a  survey  proves  he  hits  a  certain 
percentage  of  the  listening' audience  If  upon 
Investigation  It  Is  found  that  the  claim  Is 
false  and  deceptive. 

The  FCC  PubUc  Notice  of  June  13, 1963 
(PCX)  63-544)  mentioned  above  is  ap¬ 
pended  below  as  Appendix  A.  The  Sub¬ 
committee  Report  also  took  note  of  a 
further  FTC  statement  issued  on  July  8, 
1965,  which  the  FCC  appended  to  a  sec¬ 
ond  Public  Notice  of  its  own  issued  Octo¬ 
ber  27,  1965  (1  FCC  2d  1078)  (Appendix 
B),  which  was  sent  to  all  broadcast 
licensees.  The  1965  Notice  stated  that 
this  Commission  “generally  intends  to 
continue  to  refer  complaints  dealing  with 
the  use  of  broadcast  ratings  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  for  its  considera¬ 
tion,”  and  that  “In  determining  whether 
a  licensee  is  operating  in  the  public 
interest,  we  will  take  into  consideration 
his  operation  under  the  guidelines  set 
forth  in  the  PTC  statement  of  July  8, 
1965,  as  well  as  any  findings  or  orders  to 
cease  and  desist  of  the  FTC.” 

9.  Finally,  in  its  “Summary  and 
Recommendations."  the  House  Subcom¬ 
mittee  stated  in  part  on  p.  21 : 

(2)  The  Cmnmunlcatlons  Act  of  1934  and 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act  give  to 
tbe  PCC  and  the  PTC  general  responsibUltles 
with  regard  to  broadcasting,  advertising,  and 
imfair  and  deceptive  practices.  Effective  en¬ 
forcement  of  these  laws  with  regard  to  the 
sale,  advertising,  and  use  of  broadcast  ratings 
is  vital  in  the  interest  of  tbe  integrity  of 
commercial  broadcast  operations.  Proper  co¬ 
ordination  of  law  enforcement  by  these  two 
agencies  is  vital  if  proper  practices  with  re¬ 
gard  to  ratings  are  to  prevail.  •  •  • 

10.  We  agree  with  the  conclusions  of 
the  Subcommittee  stated  above.  The  pro¬ 
grams  that  the  American  people  see  or 
hear  are  at  least  in  part  determined  on 
the  basis  of  audience  ratings,  and  thus 
distortion  or  improper  use  of  ratings 
bears  directly  upon  the  public  Interest 
being  served  by  broadcast  licensees.  Dis¬ 
tortion  or  misuse  of  ratings  also  raises 
questions  as  to  the  qualifications  of  a 
licensee  or  permittee.  Such  distortions 
have  been  held  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  to  constitute  unfair  acts  and 
practices  in  commerce  in  violation  of 
section  5  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act.  (Cox  Broadcasting  Corp.,  76 
FTC  324  (1969);  Gulf  Union  Corp.,  78 
PTC  211  (1971).) 

Proposed  Rule 

11.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  measures 
taken  by  this  Commission  thus  far  have 
failed  to  eliminate  the  practices  described 
above,  we  believe  it  would  be  desirable 
to  amend  Part  73  of  our  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  to  incorporate  a  new  section  pro¬ 
hibiting  these  practices.  Such  action  on 
our  part  would  more  clearly  d^ne  the 
practices  which  we  believe  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  especially  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  we  also  propose  to  release 
a  Public  Notice  setting  forth  illustrative 
examples  of  the  application  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  to  specific  factual  situations. 
We  have  adopted  similar  Public  Notices 
in  connection  with  our  Rule  on  sponsor- 
riiip  identification  *  and  our  rule  on 


'Applicability  of  Sponsorship  Identifica¬ 
tion  Rules,  40  FCC  141  (1963). 


fraudulent  billing  practices.*  Moreover, 
adoption  of  a  ijilo  would  widen  the  range 
of  sanctions  which  could  be  Imposed  for 
such  practices  to  include  forfeitures.  We 
stress,  however,  that  we  consider  distor¬ 
tion  of  ratings  to  be  a  serious  violation 
of  a  licensee’s  responsibility,  and  that 
where  the  violation  appears  to  require 
stronger  measures  than  Imposition  of  a 
forefeiture,  we  Intend  to  take  them,  in¬ 
cluding  designation  of  a  renewal  appli¬ 
cation  for  hearing  or  issuance  of  an 
Order  to  Show  Cause  why  a  license 
should  not  be  revoked.  We  ask  comment 
from  all  interested  parties,  not  only  on 
the  proposed  Rule  but  on  the  proposed 
Public  Notice,  so  that  we  may  have  the 
benefit  of  the  Uiinking  of  such  parties 
on  both  parts  of  our  proposed  action. 

12.  We  wish  to  make  clear  that  the 
proposed  Rule,  as  indicated  in  Note  3, 
applies  only  to  advertising,  contest  or 
promotional  activity.  Pursuant  to  the 
rule,  a  licensee  continues  to  have  full  dis¬ 
cretion  in  the  selection  of  entertainment, 
public  affairs,  news  aixl  other  program¬ 
ming.  However,  any  contest  or  promo- 
ticmal  activity  incorporated  in  such  pro¬ 
gramming  would,  ef  course,  be  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Rule. 

13.  Pending  conclusion  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  we  intend  to  continue  to  deal  on  an 
ad  hoc  basis  with  alleged  dlstorti(m  of 
ratings,  including  that  aspect  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  described  in  paragraph  5,  above,  and 
in  Subsection  (a)  (2)  of  the  proposed  rule. 
Imposing  such  sanctions  as  appear  ap¬ 
propriate  imder  our  present  policies. 

14.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  §  1.415  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  interested  parties 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  August 
29, 1975,  and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September  29,  1975.  All  relevant  and 
timely  comments  and  reply  comments 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commissi<m  be¬ 
fore  final  action  is  taken  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  In  reaching  its  decision  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  Commission  may  also  take 
into  account  other  relevant  information 
before  it,  in  addition  to  the  specific  com¬ 
ments  invited  by  this  notice. 

15.  Authority  for  the  amendments  pro¬ 
posed  herein  is  contained  in  sections  4(i) 
and  303 (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

16.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  S  1.419  of  the  rules,  an  original  and 
14  copies  of  all  comments,  replies,  plead¬ 
ings.  briefs,  and  other  documents  shall 
be  furnished  the  Commission.  Responses 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
during  regular  business  hours  in  the 
Commission’s  Broadcast  and  Docket  Ref¬ 
erence  Room  at  its  Headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  May  29, 1975. 

Released:  June  25, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission.* 

TsealI  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 


*  AppllcAbtllty  of  Fraudulent  Billing  Rule. 
23  FCC  3d  303  (1970). 

« Com  mini  on  era  Hooks  and  Washburn 
absent. 
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1.  Section  73.1209  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  73.1209  DistortkMi  ot  audience  ratines. 

(a)  No  licensee  of  a  broculcast  station 
shall  by  means  of  the  fc^wing  attempt 
to  distort  or  engage  in  activities  that  do 
distort  or  may  reasonably  be  expected 
to  distort,  the  audience  rating  of  its  sta¬ 
tion  or  stations  or  the  ratings  of  any  of 
its  programs: 

( 1 )  Any  contest,  promotional  or  adver¬ 
tising  activity  during  or  within  a  four- 
week  period  preceding  an  audience  sur¬ 
vey  that  is  conducted  within  the  li¬ 
censee’s  city  of  license  or  adjoining  com¬ 
munities  when  the  activity  is  not  con¬ 
ducted  regularly  throughout  the  year  and 
at  times  unrelated  to  audience  survey 
periods;  and 

(2)  Any  contest,  promotimal  or  ad¬ 
vertising  activity  during  or  within  the 
three  months  preceding  an  audience  sur¬ 
vey  conducted  within  the  lieensee’s  city 
of  license  or  adjoining  communities,  that 
caiises.  Is  designed  to  causa,  or  may  rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  cause,  members 
of  the  pubUc  to  rep>ort  to  a  rating  service 
that  they  prefer  the  licensee’s  stsdiem,  or 
listen  to  or  view  the  station  or  any  of  its 
programs,  more  than  they  do  in  fact. 
Any  cont^t,  promotional  or  advertising 
activity  in  which  persons  are  rewarded 
for  stating  that  they  listen  to,  view  or 
prdTer  the  licensee’s  or  permittee’s  station 
or  its  programs  shall  be  presumed  to  be 
designed  to  cause  members  of  Um  public 
to  report  to  a  rating  service  that  they 
prefer  the  licensee’s  station,  or  listen  to 
or  view  the  statimi  or  any  of  its  programs, 
more  than  they  do  in  fact. 

(b)  Licensees  of  broadcast  stations 
that  conduct  contests,  promotions  or  ad¬ 
vertising  activities  shaD  exercisa  reason¬ 
able  diligence  to  ascertain  when  audience 
surveys  will  be  conducted  in  the  perti¬ 
nent  communities. 

(c)  No  licensee  of  a  broadcast  station 
shall  cite  or  quote  from  an  audience  siu*- 
vey  or  survey  data  in  such  a  way  as  to 
create  a  misleading  impression  of  the 
results  the  survey,  as  by  unfairly  bas¬ 
ing  audience  claims  on  results  achieved 
only  during  a  certain  period  of  the  broad¬ 
cast  day,  or  on  a  survey  of  only  a  seg¬ 
ment  o{  the  total  potential  audience,  or 
on  data  obtained  in  the  survey  that  the 
licensee  knows  or  has  reason  to  know  was 
not  designed,  conducted  and  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  accepted  statistical 
principles  and  procedures,  reasonably 
free  from  bias  and  based  on  a  properly 
sdected  sample  of  adequate  size.  No  li¬ 
censee  of  a  broadcast  station  shall  base 
any  claim  on  survey  reports  or  data  that 
do  not  reliably  reflect  current  size  of 
audience,  either  because  the  passage  of 
time  has  made  the  data  outdated  or  be¬ 
cause  a  later  survey  enccanpasslng  the 
same  area  has  been  published,  w  for  any 
other  reason.  No  licensee  of  a  broadcast 
station  shall  make  any  claim  as  to  audi¬ 
ence  size  or  coverage  without  disclosure 
that  any  figures  cited  or  quoted  are  esti¬ 
mates  only  or  are  based  upon  estimates. 

Non  1.  Commission  IntMpretatioBs  ta  eon- 
neettoa  with  this  Buie  may  ha  fOimd  In 
the  attached  Public  Notice  entitled  "Appll- 


cabUlty  of  Rule  Prohibiting  Distortion  of 
Audience  Ratings.” 

Non  2.  Definitions.  An  “audience  survey” 
Is  any  method  or  procedure  by  which  data  are 
obtained  concerning  the  television  or  radio 
viewing  or  listening  habits  or  preferences  of 
members  of  the  public.  An  “audience  rating" 
Is  the  estimated  percentage  of  persons  or 
households  comprising  the  audience  of 
broadcast  stations  or  networks  or  their  pro¬ 
grams,  compared  to  the  total  potential  of 
persons  or  households,  based  upon  data  ob¬ 
tained  in  an  audience  survey.  A  “rating  serv¬ 
ice”  is  any  person,  firm  or  other  entity  which 
conducts  audience  surveys  by  any  method. 
A  “survey  period”  is  the  period  of  time  dur¬ 
ing  which  a  rating  service  attempts  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  program  or  station  viewing  or  Usten- 
Ing  habits  of  members  of  the  public. 

Non  3.  The  phrases  “contest.”  “promotion¬ 
al  activity,”  and  “advertising  activity”  do  not 
include  entertainment  programming  or  pub¬ 
lic  affairs,  news  or  other  informational  pro¬ 
gramming. 

AppEimix  A 

IFCC  63-544;  36511;  Public  Notice— BJ 

BROADCAST  LICENSES  CAUTIONED  ABOUT 

IMPROPER  USE  or  BROADCAST  RATINGS 

June  13,  1963. 

As  a  part  of  its  continuing  liaison  with 
the  Federal  ’Trade  Commission,  this 
Commission,  has  determined  that  notice 
should  be  given  to  its  broadcast  licensees 
concerning  possible  Improper  use  of 
broadcast  ratings  in  advertising  cam¬ 
paigns. 

Information  has  come  to  the  attention 
of  the  Commission,  as  a  result  of  hear¬ 
ings  recently  held  by  the  Special  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Investigations  of  the  House 
committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  and  through  complaints,  that 
some  licensees  have  made  improper  use 
of  broadcast  ratings.  The  Commission 
recognizes,  of  course,  that  audience  re¬ 
search  Is  an  important  selling  tool  in 
efforts  to  obtain  advertiser  support.  It  is 
not  the  Intention  of  the  Commission  to 
discourage  valid  audience  research  or 
its  proper  use  by  broadcast  licensees  in 
their  selling  campaigns. 

In  using  audience  research,  however, 
the  licensee  must  act  responsibly.  He 
therefore  has  an  obligation  to  take 
reasonable  precautions  to  Insure  that  a 
survey  which  he  uses  in  an  advertising 
campaign  is  valid  (e.g.,  that  it  is  prop- 
erly  conceived,  reasonably  free  from  bias, 
has  an  adequate  sample).  He  also  has 
an  obligation  to  act  responsibly  in  the  use 
he  makes  of  the  survey.  He  may  not.  for 
example,  quote  a  portion  of  the  survey 
out  of  context  so  as  to  leave  a  false  and 
misleading  impression  of  the  relative 
ranking  of  his  station  in  the  market. 

As  is  made  clear  in  the  Public  Notice 
issued  this  day  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  failure  to  act  responsibly 
may  constitute  an  unfair  method  of  emn- 
petition,  or  an  unfair  or  deceive  act  or 
practice  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act.  The  Commission  in¬ 
tends  ordinarily  to  refer  complaints  deal¬ 
ing  with  questionable  use  of  broadcast 
ratings  to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
for  that  agency’s  consideratioa. 

In  determining  whether  a  licensee  is 
operating  in  the  puUlc  interest,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  take  Into  account  any  find¬ 


ings  or  order  to  cease  and  desist  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commisslcm  concerning 
the  use  of  broadcast  ratings  by  a  licensee. 
Adopted:  June  12,  1963. 

[PCX!  66-966;  74233;  Public  Notice] 

Com  MISSION  Caixs  Attention  or  Licensees 
TO  PTC  Statement  on  Broadcast  Ratings  > 

October  28,  1965. 

On  July  8,  1966,  the  Federal  Trade  C<Kn- 
mlsslon  issued  a  statement  regarding  decep¬ 
tive  claims  of  broadcast  audience  coverage 
and  setting  forth  certain  basic  guidelines  to 
be  followed  in  order  to  avoid  such  deception. 

In  furtherance  of  Its  continuing  liaison 
with  the  FTC,  this  Commission  calls  the  at¬ 
tention  of  broadcast  licensees  to  this  state¬ 
ment.  As  we  stated  in  our  Public  Notice  of 
June  13,  1963  (FCC  63-544) ,  we  do  not  Intend 
to  discourage  valid  audience  research  or  Its 
pre^r  use,  but  we  wish  to  remind  licensees 
that  they  must  act  responsibly  In  using  such 
research. 

The  Commission  generally  intends  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  refer  complaints  dealing  with  the 
use  of  broadcast  ratings  to  the  Fede^l  Trade 
Commission  for  Its  consideration,  in  deter¬ 
mining  whether  a  licensee  is  operating  In  the 
public  interest,  we  will  take  Into  considera¬ 
tion  his  operation  under  the  guidelines  set 
forth  In  the  FTC  statement  of  July  8, 1966,  as 
weU  as  any  findings  or  orders  to  cease  and 
desist  of  the  FTC.  In  order  that  all  broadcast 
licensees  may  be  fully  Informed  of  the  con¬ 
tents  of  the  FTC  statement,  a  copy  of  It  is 
attached  to  this  Public  Notice. 

Adopted:  October  27,  1965. 

FTC  Issues  Statement  Regarding  Deceptive 
Claims  or  Broadcast  Audience  Coverage 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  today  Is¬ 
sued  the  following  statement  regarding  de¬ 
ceptive  claims  of  broadcast  audience  cover¬ 
age. 

Investigations  by  Congress  and  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  have  disclosed  wlde^read  misuse  of 
audience  survey  results,  use  of  unreliable 
survey  data,  and  tampering  with  and  distor¬ 
tion  of  survey  results,  which  has  resulted  In 
deception  as  to  the  size,  composition,  and 
other  characteristics  of  radio  and  television 
audiences.  These  matters  are  of  course  Im¬ 
portant  to  advertisers  in  these  media. 

The  Commission  believes  that,  to  avoid 
such  deception,  television  and  radio  broad¬ 
casters,  other  persons  selling  advertising  or 
broadcasting  time  or  programs,  advwtislng 
agencies,  and  advertisers  should.  In  making 
claims  bchsed  on  survey  results  or  data,  ob¬ 
serve  the  following  basic  guidelines. 

1.  A  person  (or  firm)  making  a  claim  con¬ 
cerning  the  size,  composition  or  other  im¬ 
portant  characteristics  of  a  listening  or  view¬ 
ing  audience  Is  responsible  for  seeing  to  It 
that  the  claim  Is  truthful  and  not  deceptive. 
If  he  bases  his  claim  on  the  results  of  an 
audlmce  survey,  he  assumes  responsibility 
for  Interpreting  the  data  accurately.  Thus,  he 
should  not  engage  In  activities  calculated  to 
distort  or  Inflate  such  data — for  example,  by 
conducting  a  special  (xmtest,  or  otherwise 
varying  his  usual  programming,  or  institut¬ 
ing  unusual  advertising  or  other  prtHnotlonal 
efforts  designed  to  IncrecMe  audiences  only 
during  the  survey  period.  Such  variation 
from  normal  practices  Is  known  as  “hypoing.” 

It  Is  also  improper  to  dte  or  quote  from 
a  survey  report  or  survey  date  In  such  a 
way  as  to  create  a  misleading  impression  of 
the  results  of  the  survey,  as  by  unfairly  bas¬ 
ing  audience  claims  on  results  achieved  only 
during  certain  periods  of  the  broadcast  day 
or  on  a  survey  of  only  a  segment  of  the  total 
potential  audlsnce. 

- -  V 
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2.  Audience  data  are  based  on  sample  sur¬ 
veys  not  derived  from  oon4>lete  measure¬ 
ments  of  audiences.  As  suab,  they  are 
statistical  estimates,  and,  at  best,  are 
of  only  limited  reliability  due  to  errors  and 
distortions  Inherent  In  the  statistical  meth¬ 
ods  yielding  such  data.  Claims  as  to  audience 
coverage  based  on  audience  surveys  shovdd 
therefore  be  qualified  In  recognition  of  the 
fact  that  survey  data  are  Inherently  Imper¬ 
fect.  Any  such  claim  should  be  acoonq;>anled 
by  a  disclosure  that  any  figures  cited  or 
quoted  are  estimates  only  or  are  based  upon 
estimates,  and  are  not  accurate  to  any  pre¬ 
cise  mathematical  degree  unless  based  upon 
a  true  probability  sample.  Audience  surveys 
are  not  In  practice  based  upon  true  probabil¬ 
ity  samples. 

3.  Such  claims  should  not  be  based  on 
data  obtained  in  a  survey  that  the  person  (or 
firm)  making  the  claim  knows  or  has  refison 
to  know  was  not  designed,  conducted,  and 
analyzed  In  accordance  with  accepted  statis¬ 
tical  principles  and  procedures,  reasonably 
free  from  avoidable  bias,  and  based  on  a 
properly  selected  sample  of  adequate  size. 
Such  claims  should  not  be  based  on  stuvey 
reports  or  data  that  do  not  reliably  reflect 
current  audience  coverage,  either  becatise 
the  passage  of  time  has  made  the  data  out¬ 
dated,  or  because  a  later  survey  report  en¬ 
compassing  essentially  the  same  area  has 
been  published,  or  because  of  the  entry  or 
departure  of  a  competitor,  or  for  any  other 
reason. 

These  guidelines  are  offered  to  broad¬ 
casters  and  others  concerned  for  considera¬ 
tion  In  avoiding  possible  violation  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act. 

AppLiCABnjTT  OF  Pboposed  Rule  Prohibiting 
Distortion  or  Audunce  Ratings 

The  Commission  on  this  date  has  released 
a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  pro¬ 
hibit  distortion  of  audience  ratings  by  broad¬ 
cast  licensees  or  permittees. 

In  order  to  assist  licensees,  permittees  and 
others  in  Interpreting  the  proposed  rule,  we 
believe  It  advisable  to  set  forth  certain  exam¬ 
ples  of  practices  which  the  rule  would  or 
would  not  prohibit.  The  following  examples 
are  not  intended  to  be  all-inclusive,  and 
other  kinds  of  practices  to  which  the  rule 
would  apply  doubtless  exist.  The  practices  set 
forth  herein  are  designed  merely  to  lllin- 
trate  some  activities  which  already  have  come 
to  the  attention  of  the  Commission. 

A.  EXAMPLES  OF  ACTIVITIES  TO  WHICH  SUBSEC¬ 
TION  (a>  (1)  OF  THE  PROPOSED  RULE  REFERS 

(1)  Station  XX XX,  which  conducts  few  if 
any  contests  during  the  remainder  of  the 
year,  begins  a  contest  offering  substantial 
prizes  to  the  winners  during  or  within  four 
weeks  preceding  the  period  In  which  a  rating 
service  conducts  a  survey  In  the  station’s 
city  of  license  or  an  adjoining  community. 

Ruling.  Such  activity  by  the  station  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  distort  Its  audience 
rating  beyond  that  which  would  normally 
be  obtained,  and  therefore  is  prohibited. 

(2)  Station  XXXX  conducts  contests 
throughout  the  year  on  a  regular  basis.  How¬ 
ever,  during  or  within  the  four  weeks  pre¬ 
ceding  a  rating  period,  the  station  greatly 
Increases  the  value  of  the  prizes  offered  to  the 
public  in  the  contest  or  contests  then  being 
conducted. 

Ruling.  Ac  In  (1)  above,  such  activity  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  cause  a  distortion 
of  the  station’s  normal  rating,  and  therefore 
is  prohibited. 

(3)  Station  XXXX,  which  engages  In  little 
If  any  audience  promotion  or  advertising 
activity  during  the  remainder  of  the  year, 
laimahes  a  substantial  campaign  of  this  kind 
during  or  within  the  four  weeks  jMecedlng 
a  rating  period.  Ihls  may  Include  a  marked 


Increase  In  billboard,  newspaper  or  direct 
mall  advertising. 

Rulino:  Such  substantially  Increased  ad¬ 
vertising  or  other  promotional  activity  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  distort  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  rating  and  therefore  Is  prohibited. 

(4)  Station  XXXX  conducts  contests  and 
engages-  in  other  audience  promotion  or 
advertising  activity  throughout  the  year  on 
a  regular  basis  not  timed  to  coincide  with 
audience  rating  periods,  and  there  Is  no  In¬ 
crease  In  the  number  of  contests,  the  value 
of  prizes  offered  therein,  or  other  promo¬ 
tional  or  advertising  activity  during  or  within 
the  four  weeks  preceding  a  rating  period. 

Ruling  :  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  station 
is  attempting  to  Infiate  Its  ratings  beyond 
those  normally  obtained  during  the  year,  nor 
that  the  station’s  activities  may  recksonably 
be  expected  to  have  such  a  result.  ’Therefore, 
the  station’s  practices  are  not  prohibited  by 
the  Rule. 

(6)  Station  XXXX  sends  out  ’’question¬ 
naires”  to  many  thousands  of  persons  In  Its 
coverage  area  during  or  within  four  weeks 
preceding  a  ratlng'perlod,  asking  recipients 
of  the  questionnaires  to  comment  on  one 
or  more  of  Its  new  programs  or  Its  new 
format  or  a  new  anchorman  or  the  increase 
of  the  use  of  film  In  Its  news  programs.  ’The 
station  has  not  engaged  In  this  activity  in 
other,  non-rating  parts  of  the  year. 

Ruung:  This  appears  to  be.  In  essence,  a 
form  of  direct  mall  advertising,  which  Is 
calculated  or  likely  to  cause  a  temporary  In¬ 
crease  In  the  audience  of  the  station  or  one 
or  more  of  Its  programs.  ’Therefore,  the  prac¬ 
tice  Is  prohibited. 

B.  EXAMPLES  OF  ACTTVITIES  TO  WHICH  SUBSEC¬ 
TION  (at  (21  OF  THE  PROPOSED  RULE  REFERS 

(6)  Station  XXXX  conducts  a  “Don't  Say 
Hello”  type  of  telephone  oontespt  during  or 
within  three  months  preceding  a  rating  pe¬ 
riod.'  in  which  members  of  the  public  are 
call^  and  If  they  answer  the  telephone  by 
saying  “I  listen  to  XXXX”  or  "XXXX  Is  my 
favorite  station”  or  by  making  some  similar 
statement,  they  are  awarded  prizes  by  the 
statlen. 

Buling:  The  Commission  believes  that  all 
contests  and  promotions  of  this  kind  are 
likely  to  destroy  the  Integrity  of  audience 
surveys  conducted  by  certain  methods.  In 
that  the  promotions  are  likely  to  cause  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  falsely  to  name  stations 
conducting  the  promotions  as  their  favorite 
stations.  In  the  belief  that  by  doing  so  they 
may  win  a  prize.  Therefore  such  contests  or 
promotions.  If  conducted  during  or  within 
the  three  months  preixdlng  a  rating  period, 
are  prohibited. 

(7)  Station  XXXX  does  not  conduct  a 
telephone  promotion  such  as  that  described 
In  (6)  above,  but  It  sends  announcers  out 
on  the  streets  or  to  other  public  places  to 
interview  members  of  the  public  as  to  their 
favorlate  stations  or  programs.  If  the  persons 
interviewed  state  that  their  favorite  station 
Is  XXXX,  they  are  rewarded  with  a  prize.  If 
they  answer  with  the  call  letters  of  another 
station,  they  receive  nothing  or  a  much  smal¬ 
ler  prize.  Tape-recorded  Interviews  with  the 
persons  who  have  named  XXXX  as  their  fav¬ 
orite  station  are  later  broadcast. 

Ruling:  As  in  example  (8),  the  promotion 
appears  designed  or  likely  to  cause  members 
of  the  public  falsely  to  respond  with  the  call 
letters  of  XXXX  If  they  are  later  questioned 
by  employees  of  a  rating  service.  Accordingly, 
the  practice  Is  prohibited. 

(8)  Station  XXXX  broculcasts  announce¬ 
ments  urging  Its  listeners  or  viewers  to  fill  In 
their  rating  service  “diaries”  and  return  them 
promptly  to  the  rating  service. 

Ruling:  Regardless  of  whej,her  the  station 
also  urges  or  suggests  that  its  aiullence  fill 


in  the  diary  with  the  names  of  Its  own  pro¬ 
grams,  such  announcements  appear  likely 
to  distort  the  rating  of  XXXX,  since  only 
listeners  or  viewers  of  XXXX  hear  the  an¬ 
nouncements.  If  the  annoimcements  have 
any  effect  whatever,  the  effect  will  be  to  in¬ 
duce  the  audience  at  XXXX  to  be  more  dili¬ 
gent  In  filling  out  and  returning  its  rating 
service  diaries  than  will  other  recipients  of 
diaries  who  do  not  listen  to  csr  view  XXXX. 
Therefore,  this  practice  is  prohibited.^ 

C.  ACTIVITIES  TO  WHICH  SUBSECTION  (B)  OF  THE 

PBOPOSED  BULB  REFERS 

(9)  Station  XXXX  subscribes  to  Rating 
flervlce  A  and  knows  when  its  surveys  are 
to  be  conducted  In  the  city  of  license  of 
XXXX  or  adjoining  communities.  Station 
XXXX  also  Is  aware  that  Rating  Service  B 
conducts  audience  surveys  In  Its  city  of  li¬ 
cense  or  adjoining  communities,  even  though 
XXXX  does  not  subscribe  to  Rating  Service 
B.  Are  the  provisions  of  the  prc^iosed  rule 
also  applicable  to  the  audience  surveys  of 
Rating  Service  B? 

Ruling:  Yes.  Subsection  (b)  requires 
XXXX  to  exercise  reasonable  diligence  to 
ascertain  when  audience  surveys  are  to  be 
conducted  in  the  pertinent  communities. 

D.  EXAMPLES  OF  ACnVITIES  TO  WHICH  SUBSEC¬ 

TION  (C)  OF  THE  PBOPOSED  RULE  REFERS 

(10)  An  audience  rating  In  Station  XXXX’s 
coverage  area  Is  conducted  In  1972.  In  1976, 
XXXX  makes  use  of  the  results  of  the  1972 
survey  without  clearly  revealing  to  all  per¬ 
sons  contacted  that  It  was  conducted  In 
1972. 

Ruling:  This  is  a  misleading  use  of  survey 
results  and  is  prcmiblted  imder  Subsection 
(c). 

(11)  An  audience  survey  Indicates  that 
Station  XXXX  was  rated  first  In  Its  com¬ 
munity  during  the  hours  7  p.m.  to  midnight, 
but  had  a  lower  rating  at  other  times  of  the 
day.  Station  XXXX  makes  claims  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  advertisers  or  advertising  prospects  that 
it  is  “No.  1.” 

RuLms:  This  Is  a  deceptive  practice,  pro¬ 
hibited  by  the  Buie.  Similarly,  a  claim  of 
being  “No.  1,”  without  pnqier  qualifying 
language,  would  be  In  violation  if  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  “No.  1”  rating  were  only  among  mem¬ 
bers  of  a  certain  age,  sex,  economic  or  edu¬ 
cational  group. 

(12)  Station  XXXX  conducts  Its  own  sur¬ 
vey  and  releasee  the  results  without  reveal¬ 
ing  that  the  survey  was  so  conducted. 

Ruling:  This  is  a  deceptive  practice.  All 
survey  results  released  should  Identify  the 
party  which  conducted  the  survey,  as  well  as 
the  date  of  the  survey,  the  area  surveyed, 
size  of  sample,  etc. 

(13)  Station  XXXX  contracts  or  subscribes 
to  a  survey  conducted  by  another  party,  al¬ 
though  It  knows  or  has  reason  to  suspect  that 
the  survey  was  not  designed,  conducted  and 
analyzed  in  accordance  with  accepted  sta¬ 
tistical  principles  and  procedures,  or  was  not 
based  on  a  properly  selected  sample  of  ade- 


^  House  Report  No.  1212,  89th  Congress,  2d 
Session,  Issued  after  hearings  on  audience  rat¬ 
ings  were  held  by  the  Special  Subcommittee 
on  Investigations  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  noted  that 
audience  rating  services  expect  a  certain 
amount  of  “non-cooperation”  from  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  and  that  the  rating  serv¬ 
ices  factor  this  In  to  the  design  and  analysis 
of  their  surveys.  By  urging  listeners  to  "co¬ 
operate,”  a  station  Is  encKiuraglng  more  re¬ 
sponses  from  Its  own  segment  of  the  general 
audience  than  normally  would  be  forthcom¬ 
ing  and  therefcwe  Is  engaging  In  an  activity 
likely  to  distort  the  result  of  the  survey. 
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quat«  size,  oc  was  not  reasonably  free  from 
bias.  XXXX  then  releases  the  restUts  of  the 
survey. 

Ruling:  nie  release  of  the  results  ot  such 
survey  would  be  a  misleading  use  thereof  and 
would  be  prohibited. 

( 14)  Station  XXXX  releases  survey  results 
without  disclosure  that  the  figures  cited  are 
only  estimates.  Or.  instead  of  citing  the 
figures,  it  claims  to  be  **No.  I"  based  upon 
figures  which  are  only  estimates. 

Rolinc:  Both  practices  are  misleading  uses 
of  a  survey  and  are  prohibited  under  Sub¬ 
section  (c). 

[FR  Doc.76-16316  Piled  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


[  47  CFR  Parts  2, 83  ] 

(Docket  No.  19946;  PCC  76-684] 

NON-GOVERNMENT  SHIP  STATIONS; 
SEARCH  AND  RESCUE  COMMUNICATIONS 

Terminating  Proceeding 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner 
Quello  ahsent.  1.  A  Notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  abOTe-captioned  mat¬ 
ter  was  released  cm  March  6,  1974,  and 
was  published  in  the  Fbdkem.  Rcgister 
on  March  11.  1974  (39  FR  9462).  The 
First  Report  and  Order  was  released  on 
November  29, 1974.  and  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  December  6, 
1974  (39  FR  42689).  A  further  notice  of 
prcH^oeed  rule  making  was  r^eased  on 
November  29,  1974,  and  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  December  5. 
1974  (39  FR  42380) .  In  response  to  a  re¬ 
quest  by  the  North  Pacific  Marine  Radio 
Council,  the  Commission  released  its  Or¬ 
der  on  February  4.  1975,  extending  the 
time  for  fiUng  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  to  February  19, 1975,  and  March  3. 
1975,  respectively.  The  dates  for  filing 
comments  and  replies  have  passed. 

2.  Commits  were  filed  by:  James  C. 
Achesmi  (Acheson).  HawaUan  Marine 
Rjulio  Coiincil  (HMRC) ,  Northern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Marine  Radio  Council  (NCMRC) , 
North  Pacific  Marine  Radio  Coimcil 
(NPMRC),  Southern  C^alifomia  Marine 
Radio  Council  (SCJMRC) ,  George  H. 
Caffrey,  Chairman  the  Radio  Techni¬ 
cal  Coinmittee  of  the  United  States 
Power  Squadrons  (RTC-USPS) ,  and 
Yarrow  Bay  Yacht  aub  (YBYC). 

3.  In  its  further  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  the  Commission  stated  that 
it  “is  not  satisfied  that  the  comments 
filed  did.  in  fact,  provide  a  r^resentative 
cross-section  of  the  recreational  boating 
public  to  adequately  serve  as  the  basis 
for  an  affirmative  finding  that  the  fitting 
of  157.1  MHi!  should  be  on  a  mandatory 
basis.”  The  further  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  released  with  the  objec¬ 
tive  of  eliciting  these  commoits,  directed 
to  ^e  specific  proposal: 

Should  (aU)  recreational  (non-coqimer- 
cial)  vessels  of  65  feet  and  leae  In  length, 
which  are  VHP  equli^>ed.  be  required  to  fit 
for  the  use  of  167.1  MHz  en  a  mandatory 
basis. 

4.  The  comments  filed  provide  excel¬ 
lent  response  from  the  West  Coast  and 
Hawaii.  They  provide  almost  no  response 
fnxn  the  East  Coast,  except  to  the  extent 
that  the  view  expressed  by  the  Radio 
Technical  Committee,  n.SPB.,  reflects 


such  view.  Considering  the  thousands  of 
boats  on  the  East  Coast  which  ttnploy 
VHF,  we  are  sk^itical  that  the  members 
of  the  RTC-USre  provide  an  adequate 
sampling  to  be  truly  representatire  of 
the  majority  view  of  the  boating  public 
on  the  East  Coast.  No  comments  were 
received  from  the  Gulf  Coast. 

5.  The  replies  to  the  above  specific  pro¬ 
posal  are  as  follows:  In  favor  of  man¬ 
datory  fitting  of  157.1  MHz:  Acheson, 
RTC-USPS  and  SCMRC.  Opposed  to  the 
mandatory  fitting  of  157.1  MHz:  HMRC. 
NCMRC,  NPMRC  and  YBYC.  While  the 
reasons  supporting  the  mandatory  fitting 
of  157.1  MHz  were  amply  documented  in 
the  further  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing,  and  there  is  no  reason  to  repeat  them 
here,  the  reasons  in  opposition  to  the 
fitting  of  157.1  MHz  have  not  been  re¬ 
ported.  The  case  against  the  mandatory 
fitting  of  157.1  MHz,  as  set  forth  in  the 
comments,  is  as  follows : 

To  fit  157.1  MHz  It  would  be  necessary.  In 
limited  channel  sets,  to  remove  a  present 
working  channel,  which  would  prevent  the 
vessel  from  adequately  meeting  its  opera¬ 
tional  needs,  or  reduce  the  usefulness  of  the 
ship  station. 

There  are  many  recreational  vessels  which 
would  have  little  or  no  need  to  communicate 
with  the  USCQ  except  when  in  distress. 

ThM-e  are  many  recreational  vessel  oper¬ 
ators  who,  although  they  do  have  some  needs 
for  working  communications  to  or  from  the 
USCO,  would  .  .  .  elect  to  fulfill  these  needs 
by  means  other  than  dedication  of  a  whole 
channel  for  that  purpose,  e.g.,  via  a  public 
coast  station  or  a  limited  coast  station,  if 
appropriate,  by  means  of  2670  kHz,  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  marine  Information  broadcasts  by  use 
of  a  separate  receiver,  acquisition  of  weather 
information  from  National  Weather  Service 
broadcasts,  etc. 

It  is  not  reasonable  to  require,  without  ex¬ 
ception.  that  those  who  do  not  need  157.1 
MHz  install  it,  just  because  there  are  many 
others  who  have  a  compelling  need  for  it. 

There  is  doubt  that  fitment  of  167.1  MHz 
by  every  recreational  vessel  will  clear  the  oc¬ 
cupancy  of  156.8  MHz.  There  are  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  users  and  a  wide  variety  of  purposes 
served  by  the  use  of  156.8  MHz.  Available  in¬ 
formation  indicates  that  the  relief  provided 
on  156.8  MHz  will  be  very  small  when  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  percentage. 

TTsers  are  disturbed  about  proliferation  of 
PCX?  and  TTSCXl  regulations  which  contain 
msmdatory  features,  compliance  with  which 
is  costly  or  places  undue  demands  upon  citi¬ 
zens’  time  and  sometimes  yields  but  minimal 
benefits. 

’The  Indirect  effect  of  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  would  be  that  in  many  cases  the 
Commission  will  have  ordered  the  licensee  to 
double  his  investment  or.  will  have  ordered 
him  to  abandon  an  existing  needed  channel. 
In  transceivers  having  a  limited  niunbw  of 
channels,  each  mandatory  channel  subtracts 
from  the  choices  previously  available  for 
other  piuiKises  and  thus  may  generate  other¬ 
wise  unneeded  additional  mvestment  or  sup¬ 
pression  of  needs. 

6.  The  commenters  opposing  the  man¬ 
datory  fitting  of  157.1  MHz  agree  that 
dealers,  manufacturers,  marine  radio 
councils.  Government  agencies,  et  al., 
should  encourage  the  fitting  of  157.1 
MHz.  YBYC  adequately  sums  up  the  sit¬ 
uation  in  their  comment:  *  *  *  boaters, 
as  a  group,  are  cooperative  and  will,  over 
the  years,  install  channel  22A  (157.1 
MHz)  on  95  percent  of  their  boats.  The 


other  5  percent  will  have  good  personal 
reasons  for  not  having  that  channel. 

7.  It  is  the  view  of  this  Commi^ion 
that  it  Is  not  appropriate  or  necessary 
that  we  amend  the  rules  to  require  the 
fitting  of  157.1  MHz  on  a  mandatory 
basis.  As  the  commenters  have  stated, 
those  recreational  boats  having  a  need  to 
employ  157.1  MHz  will  finds  ways  and 
means  to  make  it  available,  while  others 
having  inadequate  or  no  need  will  em¬ 
ploy  the  channels  available  in  their  VHF 
transceivers  for  other  purposes.  We  fully 
subscribe  to  the  belief  that  all  segments 
of  the  maritime  community  should  urge 
the  fitting  of  157.1  MHz,  however,  it  is 
our  view  that  this  must  be  on  a  voluntary 
basis. 

8.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  4(1)  and  303  (c),  (e),  (g)  and  (r) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  request  of  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  that  vessels  be  re¬ 
quired  to  fit  the  frequency  157.1  MHz  on 
a  mandatory  bsusis  Is  denied. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  this  Docket  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  June  10,  1975. 

Released:  June  18, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-16524  Filed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[10  CFR  Parts  303,  303] 

ALL(X:ATiON  OF  COAL 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-15601  appearing  on  page 
25228  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  June  13. 
1975,  in  the  third  column,  seventh  para¬ 
graph,  the  first  line  now  reading.  “  ‘Pro¬ 
ceeding’  means  the  process  and”  should 
read  “  ‘Prohibitive  order’  means  a  direc¬ 
tive” 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[18  CFR  Part  35] 

(Docket  No.  RM76-29]  . 

FPC  RATE  SCHEDULES 
Proposed  Fuel  Adjustment  Provisions 
June  17,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  553  of  Title  5  erf  the  United 
States  Code  that  the  Commission  is  pro¬ 
posing  to  amend  S  35.14  of  its  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  in  the 
manner  set  forth  below.  Generally 
stated,  the  changes  would  require,  as  a 
condition  to  the  inclusion  of  a  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause  in  public  utilities’  FPC 
rate  schedules,  that  the  utility  agree  that 
all  amounts  collected  under  its  fuel 
clause  would  be  subject  to  refimd.  The 
utilities  subject  to  the  requirement  of 
the  iHVposed  rule  would  also  be  required 
to  file  a  semi-annual  report  with  the 
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Commission  containing  detailed  compu- 
tatlcms  which  clearlr  show  the  deriva¬ 
tion  of  the  fuel  adjustment  to  be  applied 
to  each  affected  wholesale  customer  for 
each  month  of  the  six  month  period. 
The  pr(^x>sed  revisions  to  the  Regula¬ 
tions  incorporate  an  existing  fuel  clause 
requirement  and  require  the  submission 
of  all  contracts  related  to  fossil  and  nu¬ 
clear  fuel  procurements,  electric  power 
purchase  agreements  nc^  otherwise  on 
file  with  the  Commission,  as  well  as  ad¬ 
ditional  data  and  information  that  this 
Commission  considers  necessary  to  eval¬ 
uate  the  propriety  M  any  proposed 
change  imder  the  fuel  clause. 

We  recognize  the  need  for  a  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause.  Properly  administered 
fuel  clauses  can  accomplish  legitimate 
public  interest  objectives.  Fuel  clauses 
serve  as  a  cost  of  service  type  mechanism 
to  pass  through  changes  in  actual,  rea¬ 
sonably  and  prudently  Incurred  costs  of 
fuel  (decreases  as  well  ^  increases) .  en¬ 
sure  appropriate  and  timely  cash  flow  to 
electric  utilities  by  eliminating  “regula¬ 
tory  lag”,  and  reduce  regulatory  expense, 
administrative  processing  costs  and  the 
number  of  formal  rate  proceedings. 
These  features  of  the  fuel  clause  inure  to 
the  benefit  not  only  of  the  public  utility 
but  also  the  customer  and  taxpaying 
public.  However,  imprt^rly  adminis¬ 
tered  or  Inadequately  regulated  by  gov¬ 
ernmental  authority,  fuel  clauses  can  be 
inequitable  and  unfair. 

This  Commission,  therefore,  must  be 
vigilant  in  the  exercise  of  its  regulatory 
resp>onsibillties  to  assure  customers  are 
charged  no  more  than  actual  changes  in 
fuel  costs  prudently  inciured.  At  pres¬ 
ent,  monitoring  and  Investigative  tech¬ 
niques  being  utilized  by  the  Commission 
to  meet  that  commitment  include  (1) 
compliance  audits  conducted  by  the 
Commission’s  audit  staff  as  a  part  of  its 
regular  program  of  field  audits  of  the 
books  and  records  of  public  utilities 
subject  to  the  Commission’s  Jurisdiction, 
(2)  review  and  investigation  of  fuel  costs 
in  conjunction  with  the  Commission’s 
analysis  of  specific  proposed  wholesale 
rate  changes,  (3)  review  of  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clauses  pursuant  to  Commission 
Order  No.  517  which  requires  conform¬ 
ance  with  its  directives  by  the  end  of 
1975,  (4)  Investigations  of  fuel  costs 
imder  Section  206  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  instituted  either  up(m  complaint  or 
upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion  and 
(5)  coordinated  woi*  with  other  federal 
regulatory  agencies.  Implementation  of 
the  proposed  notice  of  rulemaking  will 
supplement  our  present  program  of  fuel 
cost  surveillance  and  provide  yet  another 
means  for  assuring  that  electric  con¬ 
sumers  purchasing  under  the  PPC  regu¬ 
lated  fuel  clause  are  charged  no  more 
than  actual  changes  in  fuel  costs  rea¬ 
sonably  and  prudently  incurred. 

The  measures  we  pn^xwe  herein 
would  provide  the  Commission  with  the 
opportunity  to  review  rate  changes  re¬ 
sulting  fr(»n  operation  of.  fuel  clauses. 
Also,  since  the  seml-anhual  filings  per¬ 
mitted  under  the  proposed  regulations 
would  not  be  in  the  nature  of  goieral 
rate  Increase  appUcatlons,  delays  in 


final  action  on  the  filings  would  be  kept 
to  a  minlimim.  As  iK>ted  above,  the  tsn^e 
of  fuel  adjustments  permitted  under  the 
revised  regulation  would  not  vary  from 
those  permitted  under  the  existing  regu¬ 
lations.  ’Ihe  measures  proposed  herehi 
only  relate  to  the  method  by  which  these 
fuel  adjustment  rate  increases  may  be 
verified  and  implemented.  Initially,  data 
would  be  required  to  be  submitted  which 
relates  to  the  calculation  of  the  base 
cost  of  fuel  in  the  public  utility’s  fuel 
clause  in  effect  at  the  time  of  filing  and 
for  six  month  periods  beginning  with 
July,  1972.  Subsequent  reports  will  be 
submitted  semi-annually  for  each 
month  of  the  most  recent  six-month 
period.  * 

The  proposed  rulemaking  would  fur¬ 
ther  strengthen  and  tighten  this  Com¬ 
mission’s  present  rate  regulatory,  ac¬ 
counting  and  public  reporting  pro¬ 
cedures  to  assure  that  electric  custom¬ 
ers  and  consumers  are  fully  protected 
from  possible  error,  fraud,  imprudence 
or  maladministration  of  fuel  clauses  or 
fuel  procurement  practices.  ’Ihree  spe¬ 
cific  areas  of  Inquiry  relating  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  Just  and  reasonable  rates 
under  fule  adjustment  clause  provi¬ 
sions  are  of  concern  to  the  Commission, 
(1)  fuel  purchase  practices,  (2)  fuel 
use  patterns  and  (3)  the  method  for  de¬ 
termining  the  adjustment  under  the  fuel 
adjustment  clause.  In  order  to  fully  ex¬ 
plore  each  area  of  inquiry  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  require  the  submission  of  de¬ 
tailed  factual  data  (some  of  which  will 
lend  Itself  to  computerized  statistical 
analysis) ,  concise  narrative  explana¬ 
tions  of  company  procurement  policies 
and  reports  of  actual  procurement  ac¬ 
tivity  during  the  period  covered  by  the 
proposed  fuel  adjustment.  Fdr  example 
the  proposed  rulemaking  will  elicit  val¬ 
uable  information  about  changes  in  the 
following  areas  of  fuel  purchase  prac¬ 
tices  any  of  which  may  affect  a  utility’s 
cost  of  fuel;  quality  and  quantity  of  fuel, 
proportion  of  fuel  purchased  in  spot 
market,  terms  of  contracts,  pricing  poli¬ 
cies  of  fuel  delivered  from  captive  or 
subsidiary  operations,  principal  suppli¬ 
ers.  and  fuel  transport  methods.  In 
addition  to  changes  in  fuel  purchase 
practices,  we  recognize  that  the  cost  of 
fuel  used  to  generate  a  given  quantity 
of  electricity  may  be  affected  by  the  fuel 
use  pattern  of  the  utility.  Accordingly, 
the  proposed  rule  would  require  report¬ 
ing  whereby  this  CTcxnmlsslon  could,  in¬ 
fer  alia,  ascertain  and  evaluate  the 
shifting  of  loads  to  plants  using  higher 
or  lower  cost  fuel,  the  shifting  of  loads 
to  more  or  less  efficient  [dants.  and  plant 
conversions  to  higher  priced  “clewier" 
fuel  to  meet  State  Implementation  Plan 
requirements  under  the  CHean  Air  Act  or 
Federal  Energy  Administration  direc¬ 
tives  under  the  Energy  Supply  and  En¬ 
vironmental  Coordination  Act  of  1974. 
With  t-espect  to  (3)  supra,  additional  in¬ 
formation  will  be  required  to  be  submit¬ 
ted  on  the  precise  manner  in  which  the 
fuel  adjustment  was  calculated  and  de¬ 
termined. 

To  enable  this  Commission  to  ade¬ 
quately  evaluate  present  procurement 


practices  and  policies  we  also  find  it 
necessary  to  secure  certain  historical  in¬ 
formation  and  data  to  ascertain  trends 
and  to  assist  us  in  understanding  the 
significance  of  the  current  data  to  be 
supplied. 

We  also  find  it  necessary  in  evaluating 
the  fuel  costs  of  a  public  utility  to 
ascertain  the  fuel  cost  component  asso¬ 
ciated  with  energy  purchased  from  other 
public  utilities  which  do  not  have  fuel 
adjustment  clauses.  Such  selling  utilities 
would  otherwise  be  exempt  from  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  under  Section  35.14 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  herein.  To 
close  this  gap,  we  shall  require  the  sub¬ 
mission  from  all  such  public  utilities  the 
data  and  Information  required  under 
Parts  ni  and  IV  of  proposed  Form  No, 
71  by  the  addition  of  subparagraph  (h) 
to  §  35.14  of  the  Regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act. 

To  facilitate  the  most  effective  and 
expeditious  regulatory  administration  of 
the  propc»ed  program,  we  believe  it 
necessary  and  in  the  public  Interest  to 
establish  a  schedule  for  the  filings  to  be 
made  under  the  proposed  regulations. 
For  this  purpose  we  find  it  reasonable 
and  appropriate  to  require  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  utilities  located  within  the  regional 
electric  reliability  councils  file  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  schedule  set  forth  in  FPC 
Form  No.  71  attached  hereto.^ 

The  proposed  amendent  to  §  35.14  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  would  be  issued  under 
the  authority  granted  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  by  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
particularly  sections  205,  206,  301,  304 
and  309  (52  Stat.  822,  830,  76  Stat.  72; 
15  use  717c,  7170). 

Any  interested  person  may  submit  to 
the  Federal  Power  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  not  later  than  August  1, 1975,  data, 
views,  comments,  and  suggestions,  in 
writing,  concerning  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments.  An  original  and  14  conformed 
copies  should  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Submissions  to  the  Commission 
should  indicate  the  name,  address  and 
telefdione  numbers  of  the  person  to  whom 
correspondence  in  regard  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  should  be  addressed.  Responses  to 
the  submittals  shall  be  filed  no  later  than 
September  5, 1975,  in  the  same  form  and 
number  as  the  original  submittals.  All 
submittals  and  responses  will  be  placed 
in  the  Commission’s  public  files  and  will 
be  available  for  inspection  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Public  Information, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  Wa^iniTton. 
D.C.  20426,  during  regular  business  hours. 

All  statements  and  submittals  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  shall  be  under  oath, 
acknowledged  by  a  notary  public  or  com¬ 
parable  official,  as  follows: - being 

duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  is 
(title  and  organization,  if  filing  in  a  rep¬ 
resentative  capacity)  that  he  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  verify  and  file  this  document, 
that  he  has  examined  the  statements 
contained  in  the  submittal  or  respmise, 
and  that  all  such  statements  are  true 
and  correct  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge. 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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Information,  and  belief.  The  participants 
preparing  statements  and  submittals, 
other  than  prepared  data  sheets  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  rulemaking  shall  Insert 
hne  numbers  on  each  page  In  the  left- 
hand  margin. 

Accordingly,  It  is  proposed  to  amend 
§  35.14  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  Chi^ter  I, 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  follows: 

Section  35.14  of  the  Regiilatlons  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act  (Title  18,  Part  I, 
SubchEipter  B  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations)  is  hereby  amended,  effective 
January  1,  1976,  by  adding  the  following 
paragraphs,  (b)  through  (h) ; 

§  35.14  'Fuel  cost  adjustment  rlause.s. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(b)  For  each  of  the  first  six  months 
beginning  January  1,  1976,  the  monthly 
fuel  adjustment  computed  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  tentative  adjustment,  subject 
to  refund.  The  fuel  adjustment  shall  not 
become  final  unless  the  Commission  takes 
no  afi5rmative  action  within  60  days  after 
the  filing  of  the  semi-annual  statemem 
required  by  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
to  initiate  a  proceeding  to  determine 
whether  a  refimd  shoxild  be  ordered.  The 
procedure  will  be  followed  in  each  suc¬ 
ceeding  six-month  period. 

(c)  The  public  utility  shall  file  with 
the  Commission,  the  jmisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  and  interested  state  commissions 
the  materials,  dociunents  and  data  as  re¬ 
quired  piusuant  to  paragraphs  (a)-(h) 
of  this  section  and  In  accordance  with 
the  filing  schedule  set  forth  in  PFC  Form 
No.  71  attached  hereto.^ 

(d)  Submit  copies  of  each  fossil  and 
nuclear  fuel  purchase  contract,  electric 
power  purchase  contracts  not  otherwise 
on  file  with  the  Cknnmisslon  and  all  other 
agreements,  options  or  similar  such  docu¬ 
ments,  formal  or  otherwise,  and  all 
amendments  and  modifications  thereof 
related  to  the  procurement  of  fuel  supply 
and  purchsused  power.  Incorporation  by 
reference  to  prior  submissions  is  permis¬ 
sible.  However,  any  changes  in  the  docu¬ 
ments  described  herein,  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  with  the  next  semi-annual  filing. 

(e)  With  respect  to  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section  which  were  executed  on 
or  after  July  1, 1972,  explain  the  circum¬ 
stances  imder  which  the  document  was 
executed  including  whether  competitive 
bidding  was  used,  the  extent  to  which  the 
public  utility  sought  alternate  8upplier(s) 
and  any  other  offer(s)  the  pubUc  utility 
may  have  received  from  other  suppliers. 
Submit  such  written  documentation  as 
may  exist  of  the  public  utility’s  efforts  to 
seek  the  lowest  cost  fuel  supply  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  docmnent  executed. 

(f)  Submit  a  narrative  description  of 
the  fuel  procurement  policy  and  prac¬ 
tices  of  the  public  utility  as  It  relates  to 
each  fuel  consumed  by  the  public  utility. 
With  respect  to  nuclear  fuel  procure¬ 
ment,  the  statement  should  describe  the 
purchasing  practice  and  jxfllcy  with  spe- 
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cific  reference  to  the  pvu*cha6e  of 
(yellow  cake)  Its  conversion,  enrkdunent, 
fabrlcatitm.  stmrage  and  reprocessing. 

(g)  Submit  the  data  and  Information 
required  pursuant  to  FPC  Form  No.  71.* 

(h)  ’To  determine  the  propriety  of  the 
fuel  cost  component  of  purchased  energy 
all  public  utilities  selling  energy  to  pub¬ 
lic  utilities  with  fuel  adjustment  clauses 
shall  submit  the  data  and  information 
required  under  Part  m  and  IV  of  FPC 
Form  No.  71 

The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-16406  Filed  6-24-76:8:46  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[49CFRPart  1056] 

(Ex  Parte  No.  MC-19  (Sub-No.  24) ) 

COLLECTION  OF  TOTAL  FREIGHT 
CHARGES  ON  HOUSEHOLD  GOODS 
SHIPMENTS  SUBSTANTIALLY  OR  TO¬ 
TALLY  LOST  OR  DESTROYED 

Carrier  Restrictions 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
is  pnHKising  to  amend  Part  1056  of  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by 
adding  S  1056.26.  This  section  would 
prohibit  carriers  from  collecting  total 
freight  charges  on  household  goods  ship¬ 
ments  either  totally  or  substantially  lost 
or  destroyed.  ’Ihe  effect  of  the  proposed 
regulation  would  be  the  elimination  of 
the  widespread  practice  of  household 
goods  movers  to  collect  the  full  trans¬ 
portation  charges  on  shipments  substcm- 
tially  lost  or  destroyed  in  tran^t;  and  to 
put  into  regulation  form  a  position  pre¬ 
vious  taken  by  the  Commission  on 
totsdly  destroyed  shipments. 

’This  regulation  is  being  proposed  for 
the  reasons  set  forth  briefiy  below: 

In  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-19  (8ub-No.  13), 
“Petition  for  Declaratory  Order — ^House¬ 
hold  Goods  Freight  Charges,”  114  M.C.C. 
176  (1971),  the  Commission  concluded 
that  where  an  interstate  household  goods 
shipment  is  totally  destroyed  and  does 
not  reach  its  destination,  a  carrier  may 
not,  subject  to  a  limitation  as  to  valua¬ 
tion  charges,  collect  its  lawfully  pub¬ 
lished  charges  fr<nn  the  shipper  inasmuch 
as  the  carrier’s  obligation  to  transport  to 
the  agreed  destination  has  not  been  per¬ 
formed.  As  a  result  of  this  decision,  Uie 
Commission  has  received  inquires  con¬ 
cerning  the  applicability  of  full  freight 
charges  where  there  is  substtintial  (not 
total)  loss  or  destruction  of  a  household 
goods  shipment. 

The  Commission  decided  to  undertake 
a  review  of  this  matter  by  developing  in¬ 
formation  from  six  household  go^8  car¬ 
riers.  Data  was  obtained  from  each  car¬ 
rier  covering  the  12-month  period  of  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1973  through  September  30, 1974 
and  involving  first  proviso  household 
goods  shipments.  ’ITils  study  indicated 


that  five  of  the  questioned  carriers  do 
have  a  policy  to  collect  full  transporta¬ 
tion  charges  on  household  goods  ship¬ 
ments  substantially  lost  or  destroyed. 

In  general,  the  carriers  engaged  in  this 
practice  state  that  their  reasoning  for  not 
honoring  a  request  for  a  refund  of 
charges  on  partially  delivered  shipments 
is  based  on  the  theory  that  if  any  signif¬ 
icant  portion  of  a  shipment  is  accepted 
by  the  consignee  then  he  has  realized 
the  service  performed  and  the  carrier  has 
earned  the  published  tariff  charges.  More 
specifically,  many  carriers  explain  that 
goods  are  accepted  with  a  released  valua¬ 
tion  of  60  cents  per  pound  per  article  or 
else  with  a  declsu'ed  value  protection 
either  in  a  stated  amount  or  an  amount 
equal  to  $1.25  times  the  weight  of  the 
.shipment  in  pounds.  In  either  event,  car¬ 
riers  explain  that  the  giving  and  receiv¬ 
ing  of  a  consideration  would  be  that 
which  constituted  a  contract.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  they  state  that  the  transportation 
charges  would  constitute  the  receiving  of 
consideration  by  a  carrier,  for  which  the 
carrier  would  contract  to  either  deliver 
the  said  household  goods  to  the  pre¬ 
scribed  destination  and/or  in  the  event 
that  such  delivery  were  impossible,  the 
shipper  would  be  compensate  at  the  rate 
of  60  cents  per  pound  per  article  or  the 
amount  of  the  declared  value  protection. 
In  the  carriers’  view,  if  the  shipper  did 
not  pay  the  transportation  charges,  then 
a  contract  would  not  exist  and  the  car¬ 
rier  would  have  no  liability. 

A  minority  of  carriers  have  indicated 
that  it  is  their  policy  to  collect  freight 
charges  for  only  that  portion  of  the  ship¬ 
ment  delivered  to  the  customer.  Etow- 
ever,  certain  of  these  carriers  are  of  the 
view  that  they  should  be  at  least  able  to 
collect  for  the  transportation  of  the  goods 
to  the  point  where  the  loss  or  destruc¬ 
tion  occurred. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  view  that 
for  reasons  similar  to  those  set  forth  in 
“Housdiold  Goods  Freight  Charges, 
supra”  this  practice  of  collecting  total 
freight  charges  on  household  goods  ship¬ 
ments  substantially  lost  or  destroyed  is 
not  in  the  public  Interest.  ’The  Commis¬ 
sion  is  not  in  agreement  with  the  car¬ 
riers’  argument  that  by  paying  the  claim 
for  the  partially  destroyed  or  lost  portion 
of  a  shipment,  it  has  made  the  shipper 
whole  and  therefore  satisfied  its  respon¬ 
sibility  to  the  shipper  the  same  as  though 
it  had  effected  delivery  of  the  entire 
shipment.  Rather,  it  is  the  Commission’s 
view  that  where  a  shipment  is  partially 
lost  or  destroyed,  the  consignee  should 
not  be  required  to  pay  freight  charges 
on  the  entire  shipment  but  only  propor¬ 
tionate  freight  charges  excluding  those 
on  the  lost  or  totally  destroyed  portion. 
Accordingly  under  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion,  a  carrier  would  deduct  from  the 
freight  charges  an  amount  proportionate 
to  the  weight  of  the  lost  or  destroyed 
items. 

In  the  same  vein,  we  do  not  agree  with 
the  views  of  those  carriers  who  attempt 
to  collect  for  the  transr>ortation  of  the 
goods  to  the  point  where  the  loss  or  de¬ 
struction  occurs.  Such  transportation  of 
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the  Items  for  only  part  of  the  Involved 
distance  is  of  no  value  to  the  shipper. 
The  proposed  regulation  would,  however, 
allow  a  carrier  to  collect  charges  for  ac¬ 
cessorial  or  terminal  services  rendered  in 
connection  only  with  the  preparation  of 
that  portion  of  the  shipment  not  lost  or 
destroyed  in  transit,  as  well  as  the  appro¬ 
priate  valuation  charges,  and  this  should 
be  sufficient  protection  for  the  carrier. ' 

Oral  hearings  do  not  appear  necessary 
at  this  time  and  none  is  contemplated. 
Anyone  wishing  to  present  views  and 
evidence,  either  in  support  of,  or  in  op¬ 
position  to,  the  action  proposed  in  this 
notice  may  do  so  by  the  submission  of 
written  data,  views,  or  argiunents.  An 
original  (and  15  copies  whenever  pos¬ 
sible)  of  such  data,  views,  or  arguments 
shall  be  filed  with: 

Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Washington,  D.C.  20423 

on  or  before  August  4,  1975. 

All  written  submissions  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  during  regular 
business  hours  at  the  offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  12th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  Washliigton.  D.C. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
Issued  tmder  the  authority  of  Part  n  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  sec¬ 
tions  552, 553,  and  559  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552, 553,  and 
559). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  5, 
1975. 

[seal!  Richard  W.  Kyle, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend  49 
CFR  Part  1056  by  adding  S  1056.26  as 
follows: 


§  1056.26  Collection  of  total  freight 
cliarges  on  household  goods  ship¬ 
ments  substantially  or  totally  lost  or 
destroyed. 

(a)  No  motor  common  carrier  of 
household  goods  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  shall  collect,  or  require  a  ship¬ 
per  thereof  to  pay,  the  published  freight 
charges,  including  charges  for  accessorial 
or  terminal  services,  for  services  from 
origin  to  destination  when  the  shipment 
of  household  goods  is  totally  destroyed  in 
transit;  except  that  the  carrier  may  col¬ 
lect,  and  the  shipper  will  be  required  to 
pay,  any  specific  valuation  charge  that 
may  be  due. 

(b)  In  the  event  of  loss  or  destruction 
of  10  percent  or  more,  by  weight,  of  a 
shipment  of  household  goods  while  in 
transit  but  less  than  a  total  loss,  no 
motor  common  carrier  of  household 
goods  in  interstate  of  foreign  commerce 
shall  collect,  or  require  the  shipper 
thereof  to  pay.  the  published  freight 
charges  for  the  percentage  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  from  origin  to  destination  corre¬ 
sponding  to  the  portion  of  the  shipment 
lost  or  destroyed;  except  that  the  carrier 
may  collect,  and  the  shipper  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  pay,  any  charges  for  accessorial 
or  terminal  services  rendered  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  preparation  of  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  shipment  not  lost  or 
destroyed  and  any  specific  valuation 
charge  that  may  be  due;  and  the  carrier 
shall  determine,  at  its  own  expense,  the 
weight  of  the  shipment  which  is  not 
lost  or  destroyed. 

'  (c)  Affected  carriers  shall  modify 

their  tariffs  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (a)  and  (b)  of  this 
section  on  or  before  the  effective  date  of 
this  regiilation. 


At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  5th  day  of 
June  1975. 

Ex  Parte  No.  MC-19  (Sub-No.  24) 

Collection  or  Total  Freight  Charges 
ON  Household  Goods  Shipments  Sub¬ 
stantially  or  Totally  Lost  or  De¬ 
stroyed 

It  is  ordered.  That  based  on  the  rea¬ 
sons  set  forth  in  the  attached  notice,  a 
proceeding  be,  and  it  is  hereby.  Instituted 
pursuant  to  Part  n  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  sections  552,  553,  and 
559  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  552,  553,  and  559),  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  amending  49  CFR  Part  1056  by 
adding  49  CFR  1056.26. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  attached 
notice  be.  and  it  is  hereby,  adopted  and 
is  Incorporated  by  reference  into  this 
order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  motor 
common  carriers  of  household  goods  be, 
and  they  are  hereby,  made  respondents 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  the  institution  of  this  proceeding  shall 
be  given  to  the  general  public  by  deposit¬ 
ing  a  copy  of  this  order  and  the  attached 
notice  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  for  public  Inspection,  and  by 
delivering  a  copy  of  the  notice  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  as 
notice  to  Interested  persons. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Richard  W.  Kyle, 

Acting  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.75-16576  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 
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This  ssction  of  th«  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  invest^tions,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applicatioits 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 


[PubUc  Notice  CM-fi/63] 

STUDY  GROUP  7  OF  THE  U.S.  NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  INTERNATIONAL 
RADIO  CONSULTATIVE  COMMITTEE 
(CCIR) 

Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  amiounces 
that  Study  Group  7  of  the  U.S.  National 
Committee  for  the  International  Radio 
Consultative  Committee  (CCIR)  will 
meet  on  July  17,  1975  at  the  U.S.  Naval 
Observatory,  34tji  Street  and  Msasachu- 
Ktts  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
TTie  meeting  will  be  convened  at 
9:30  am.  in  Room  300  of  Building  No. 
52. 

Study  Group  7  deals  with  time-signal 
services  by  means  of  radiocommunica¬ 
tions.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be 
a  review  of  the  work  programs  of  U.S. 
Study  Group  7  in  preparation  for  the 
international  meeting  of  Study  Group  7 
in  February  1976. 

Members  of  the  general  public  may 
attend  the  meeting  and  Join  in  the  dis¬ 
cussions  subject  to  instructions  of  the 
Chairman.  Admittance  of  public  mem¬ 
bers  will  be  limited  to  the  seating  avail¬ 
able. 

Dated:  June  17,  1975. 

Gordon  L.  Huffcutt, 
t.  Chairman, 

U.S.  National  Committee. 
(FR  Doc.75-16489  FUed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

BALLISTIC  MISSILE  DEFENSE  ADVANCED 
TECHNOLOGY  CENTER 

Closed  Meeting 

1.  In  accordance  with  section  10(a) 
(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  an  announcement 
is  made  of  the  following  committee 
meeting: 

Name  of  Committee.  Ballistic  Missile  De¬ 
fense  Technology  Advisory  Panel. 

Dates  of  Meeting.  July  22  through  24,  1975. 
Place.  BMD  Advanced  Technology  Center,  106 
Wynn  Drive,  HuntsvlUe,  Alabama  35807. 
Time.  0800-1630  hours  on  dates  indicated 
above. 

Proposed  Agenda. 

l.  A  Detailed  Review  of  the  Technology 
Analysis  Program. 

n.  The  Systems  Issues  Associated  with 
Optical  Sensors. 

m.  The  Statistical  Analysis  of  Present 
Reentry  Discrimination  Schemes. 

IV.  Radar. 

V.  Dynamic  Allocation  In  Data  Processing. 

VI.  ^Mtoe  Technology  Program. 


2.  The  meeting  is  closed  to  the  public 
since  the  agenda  consists  of  BMDATC’s 
on-going  and  future  programs  which  are 
classified  as  SECRET  or  higher  defense 
information  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11652  (dated  March  8,  1972) ;  and  there¬ 
fore,  do  fall  within  the  policies  analo¬ 
gous  to  those  recognized  in  section  562(b) 
(1)  of  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  national 
security  does  require  that  the  details  of 
these  programs  be  withheld. 

Dated:  June  19,  1975. 

William  A.  Davis,  Jr., 
Director. 

|FR  Doc.75-16482  Filed  6  24-75; 8: 45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  Nos.  E-8885  and  B-6546| 

CINCINNATI  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
June  18,  1975. 

On  June  5,  1975,  Staff  Counsel  filed 
a  motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  by  order  issued  August  30,  1974,  as 
most  recently  modified  by  notice  issued 
May  12,  1975,  in  the  above-designated 
matter,  pending  Commission  action  on 
the  settlement  agreement  filed  May  29, 
1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  proce¬ 
dural  dates  in  the  above  matter  are 
modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Staff  Testimony,  August  1,  1975. 
Service  of  Intervenor  Testimony,  August  14, 

1975. 

Service  of  Ck>mpany  Rebuttal,  August  28, 

1975. 

Hearing,  September  9,  1975  (10;00  am., 

e.d.t.) . 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc-  75  16458  Filed  6-24-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP7 6-366] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Application 

June  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  5,  1975, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Applicant) , 
P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa  73125,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
356  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  installation  and 
operation  of  an  additional  town  border 
metering  station  to  deliver  gas  to  The 
Gas  Service  Company  (Gas  Service)  for 
resale  and  distribution  in  and  around 
the  town  of  Zarah,  Kansas,  all  as  more 


fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Ccmunission  and  open  to  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  tap  its  existing 
8-lnch  Bonner  Springs  pipeline  in  John¬ 
son  County,  Kansas,  and  to  install  and 
operate  measuring  and  regulating  and 
appurtentant  facilities  for  the  pmpose 
of  selling  and  delivering  natural  gas  to 
Gas  Service.  Applicant  alleges  that  the 
total  cost  of  construction  would  be  $930 
and  that  there  will  be  no  sales  of  addi¬ 
tional  gas.  Applicant  states  that  it  cur¬ 
rently  delivers  natural  gas  to  the  Gas 
Service  at  a  border  site  to  the  south  of 
Zarah,  but  that  Zarah’s  growth  has  been 
to  the  northwest  increasing  the  burden 
upon  Gas  Sendee’s  distribution  facilities. 
Applicant  further  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  would  reduce  the  burden 
of  the  distribution  service  on  Ga.s 
Service. 

Any  person  de.siring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  sliould  on  or  before  July  7, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  tlie  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.- 
10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  C?om- 
mLssion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  healing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  75-16469  Filed  6-24-76:8:46  am] 
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(Project  No.  706;  Docket  No.  E-0305] 

aiY  OF  PHOENIX.  ARIZONA  ET  AL. 

Order  Consolidating  Proceedings  and 
Providing  for  Hearing 

Juim  17, 1975. 

On  February  3.  1975,  the  Salt  River 
Plma-Maricopa  Indian  Community 
(Community)  filed  a  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  and  a  request  for  a  declaratory  or¬ 
der  that  the  transmission  line  Project 
No.  796  Is  a  minor  part  of  a  project  dis¬ 
tribution  system  and  therefore,  is  not 
within  Commission  jurisdiction.  The  re¬ 
lief  that  the  Community  requests  is  that 
an  order  be  issued  permitting  interven¬ 
tion.  declaring  that  the  Commission  is 
without  jurisdiction,  and  cancelling  the 
license. 

In  the  alternative,  the  Commimity  as¬ 
serts  a  complaint  alleging  that  the  licen¬ 
see,  City  of  Phoenix,  is  in  violation  of 
title  license  since  it  conveyed  the  right-of- 
way  and  power  transmission  line  to  the 
predecessor  in  interest  of  the  Salt  River 
Project  Agricultural  Improvement  and 
Power  District  without  Commission  ap¬ 
proval.  The  Community  states  that  the 
power  capacity  of  the  transmission  line 
was  increased  without  Commission  ap¬ 
proval.  The  Community  further  alleges 
ttiat  the  transmission  line  was  enlarged 
by  adding  a  new  leg  without  Commission 
approval.  The  Community  requested  that 
an  order  be  issued  to  show  cause  why  ac¬ 
tion  should  not  be  taken  to  cancel  the 
license  for  Project  No.  796. 

On  March  20,  1975,  notice  of  the  com¬ 
plaint  was  given.  A  petition  to  intervene 
was  filed  by  the  Salt  River  Project  Agri¬ 
cultural  Improvement  and  Power  District 
(District)  on  April  28.  1975.  A  response 
opposing  the  petition  was  filed  by  the 
Community  cm  May  14, 1975.  The  petition 
to  intervene  was  grants  on  Jime  5, 1975. 

On  May  2,  1975,  City  of  Phoenix  (li¬ 
censee)  submitted  a  motion  to  file  out  of 
time  its  answer  to  the  complaint.  The 
licensee  states  that  It  believed  at  first 
that  Its  rights  would  be  fully  protected 
by  participation  of  the  District  in  the 
proceeding.  However,  upon  further  ex¬ 
amination.  it  was  believed  that  the  li¬ 
censee’s  interests  may  not  be  property 
represented.  Therefore,  licensee  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  should  participate  actively 
in  the  proceeding  since  it  is  the  major 
user  of  the  facilities.  Licensee  states  that 
granting  its  motion  would  not  delay  the 
proceeding,  but  would  facilitate  the 
rescrfution  of  any  questions  presented. 
The  Community  filed  a  response  to  the 
Motion  on  May  12,  1975,  stating  that  it 
had  no  objection  to  the  out-of-time  fil¬ 
ing.  We  believe  that  the  licensee  has 
given  good  cause  for  the  acceptance  of 
their  filing. 

In  licensee’s  answer,  it  denies  the  alle¬ 
gations  in  the  complaint,  except  the  para- 
grai^  c<Mioemlng  the  location  and  U- 
cenkng  of  the  transmission  Ihie  and  the 
paragraph  concerning  the  Community. 

We  believe  that  a  hearing  is  necessary 
to  resolve  the  issues  raised  in  the  com¬ 
plaint  filed  by  the  Ccmmunlty,  primarily 
whether  or  not  the  transmission  line  is 


within  our  jurisdiction.  There  are  several 
other  issues  that  have  been  raised  that 
the  various  parties  will  want  to  resolve 
including  whether  or  not  the  license 
should  be  transferred  from  City  of 
Phoenix  to  the  District.  We  are  also  pro¬ 
viding  for  a  pre-hearing  conference  to 
determine  if  there  are  uncontroverted 
facts  that  can  be  presented  without 
sponsoring  witnesses. 

As  noted  above,  the  Community  has' 
requested  that  an  order  be  issued  to  show 
cause  why  action  should  not  be  taken  to 
canc^  the  license  for  Project  No.  796. 
We  are  denying  the  relief  sought  by  the 
Community,  since  a  controversy  exists 
among  the  parties  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  project  comes  within  Commission 
jurisdiction.  Before  this  issue  can  be  de¬ 
cided.  a  complete  record  must  be  devel¬ 
oped.  Therefore,  we  are  ordering  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
project  is  jurisdictional. 

It  Is  imnecessary  to  act  on  the  inter¬ 
vention  of  the  Community  since  it  is  a 
party  to  the  proceedings  by  virtue  of  it* 
ccHnplaint. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  It  is  ap¬ 
propriate  and  in  the  public  interest  that 
the  motion  of  the  City  of  Phoenix  to  file 
out-of-time  be  grants. 

(2)  It  is  appropriate  and  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  that  a  prehearing  conference 
and  hearing  be  held  upon  the  complaint 
filed  by  the  Salt  River  Plma-Maricopa 
Indian  Community. 

(3)  It  is  appropriate  and  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  that  a  hearing  on  the  com¬ 
plaint  (Docket  No.  E-9305)  be  consoli¬ 
dated  to  Include  the  proceedings  under 
Project  No.  796. 

(4)  Those  parties  in  Docket  No.  E- 
9305  and  Project  No.  796,  the  Salt  River 
Plma-Maricopa  Indian  Community,  Salt 
River  Project  Agricultural  Improvement 
and  Power  District,  sind  CJity  of  Phoenix 
shall  be  parties  in  the  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceeding  without  further  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Tlie  Mo¬ 
tion  of  the  City  of  Phoenix  to  file  out-of- 
tlme  is  hereby  granted. 

(B)  The  proceedings  in  Project  No, 
796  and  Docket  No.  E-9305  are  hereby 
consolidated. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Federal  Power  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  4(e) ,  8.  9,  306,  307,  and 
308  thereof  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  a  hearing 
shall  be  held  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Ckmunlssion,  825  North 
Capitol  Street.  NE  Washington.  D.C.,  re¬ 
specting  the  matters  involved  and  the  Is¬ 
sue  presented  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  The  following  procedure  is  pre¬ 
scribed: 

(1)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  hold  a  pre-hearing  confer¬ 
ence  August  12,  1975,  at  10  si.m.  e.d.t..  at 
which,  among  other  matters,  the  admis¬ 
sion  into  evidence  of  relevant  but  im- 
controverted  facts  without  the  necessity 
of  presenting  a  sponsoring  witness  there¬ 
fore  shall  be  considered. 


(2)  On  September  22,  1975,  all  par¬ 
ties  and  Commission  staff  shall  file  an 
original  and  ten  copies  of  direct  testi¬ 
mony  and  accompanying  exhibits.  Each 
party  shall  serve  copies  on  all  parties. 

(3)  On  October  14,  1975,  all  parties 
and  Commission  staff  shall  file  an 
original  and  ten  copies  of  rebuttal  testi¬ 
mony  and  accompanjring  exihiblts  if  de¬ 
sired.  Each  party  shall  serve  copies  on 
all  parties. 

(4)  The  hearing  shall  commence  on 
October  28,  1975,  at  10:00  a.m. 

(5)  For  good  cause  shown  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge  may 
change  the  procedural  dates  set  out 
above. 

(E)  All  motions  to  strike  prepared 
testimony.  Including  exhibits,  and  re¬ 
plies  to  such  motions  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
within  periods  of  time  to  be  set  by  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(F)  All  of  the  testimony,  except  ex¬ 
hibits,  shall  be  in  question  and  answer 
form. 

(G)  No  exhibits,  except  those  of  which 
official  notice  may  properly  be  takes, 
shall  contain  narrative  me^erial  other 
than  brief  explanatory  libtes. 

(H)  Any  party  submitting  more  than 
one  exhibit  shall  enclose  a  cover  sheet 
listing  the  title  of  each  exhibit  and  the 
sequence  in  which  it  is  to  be  marked  for 
identification. 

(I)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  will  specify  the  order  of  cross- 
examination. 

(J)  If  upon  motion  filed  20  days  in 
advance  of  the  due  date  for  submission 
of  prepared  direct  testimony  and  a 
showing  of  fact  upon  which  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge  finds  it 
would  be  an  economic  hardship  to  pre¬ 
pare  written  testimony,  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  may  permit  a 
party  to  present  sworn  direct  oral 
testimony. 

(K)  The  Ccmimission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  shall  apply  in  this 
proceeding  except  to  the  extent  they  are 
modified  or  supplemented  herein. 

(L)  For  the  piuposes  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  the  term  "parties”  i^all  apply  to 
those  delineated  in  finding  (4)  above. 

(M)  All  procedural  matters  requested 
by  the  parties  except  those  described 
above  are  hereby  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-16460  Piled  6-24-75;8:46  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  CP75-323;  CP75-S00] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Postponement  of  Hearing 

June  17,  1975. 

On  Jime  13,  1975,  Colorado  Interstate 
Oas  Company  filed  a  motion  to  postpone 
the  hearing  date  fixed  by  order  Issued 
May  1, 1975,  as  most  recently  modified  by 
notice  issued  May  22.  1975,  in  the  above- 
designated  matter. 
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Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  hearing  date  in  the  above 
matter  is  postponed  until  July  15,  1975, 
at  10  a.ni.,e.d.t. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-16461  Plied  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP75-3691 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Application 

June  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  5,  1975,  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gulf  Transmission  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant),  P.O.  Box  683,  Houston,  Texas 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP75-359  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  16.2  miles  of  16-lnch  pipeline  from  a 
producing  platform  in  Block  595,  West 
Cameron  Area,  offshore  Louisiana,  to  a 
proposed  24-lnch  r^peline  in  Block  601, 
West  Cameron  Area,  offshore  Louisiana, 
aU  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  a  16.2  mile  pipeline  from  Block 
S95  to  Block  601  and  to  Install  and  oper¬ 
ate  or  have  operated  approximately  1,100 
compressor  h.p.  Ar>plicant  states  that 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Columbia  Transmission)  has  obtained 
from  Clark  Oil  Producing  Co..  Home  Pe¬ 
troleum  Corporation,  H.  W.  Bass  &  Sons, 
Inc.  and  American  Independent  Oil 
Company  the  purchase  rights  to  the  gas 
produced  in  the  north  third  of  Block  595 
and  that  three  exploratory  wells  have 
been  drilled  in  the  acreage.  Applicant 
estimates,  based  on  these  drillings,  that 
the  proven  gas  reserves  imder  contract 
to  Columbia  Transmission  to  be  approx¬ 
imately  50  million  Mcf  and  covQd  be  as 
high  as  100  million  Mcf.  Applicant  states 
that  a  21  well  slot  platform  would  be  in¬ 
stalled  by  mid-1975  and  that  an  esti¬ 
mated  initial  gas  producticm  of  at  least 
30,000  Mcf  per  day  would  commence  in 
the  second  quarter  of  1976. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
facilities  are  estimated  to  cost  $9,453,148, 
to  be  financed  from  current  working 
funds. 

Applicant  alleges  that  there  are  no 
other  pipelines  in  the  area  that  could 
furnish  the  inpeline  capacity  that  is 
necessary  to  transport  the  estimated 
volumes  of  gas.  The  proposed  pipeline 
would  connect  to  the  24-inch  and  30- 
inch  pipeline,  for  which  a  request  for 
certificate  authorization  is  pending  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-262,  proposed  to  be 
constructed  by  AppUcant  and  Tennessee 
Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Division  of 
Tenneco  Inc. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  8, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mis^n,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com- 
mission*s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  C7FR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 


imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  puly 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  juris^ction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  (M^tice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necesalty.  If  a  (petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  suck  hearing  will  be 
duly  givenu 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-16462  PU«<1  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  K-94811 
DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Supplement  to  Contract 

June  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  9, 1975,  Duke 
Power  Company  (Duke)  tendered  for 
filing  a  supplement  to  the  Electric  Power 
Contract  between  Duke  and  the  City  of 
Greenwood  (Crity) .  The  contract  is  Duke 
rate  schedule  FPC  No.  2S0.  The  supple¬ 
ments  provide  for  an  increase  in  contract 
demand  at  three  delivery  points.  Duke 
states  that  the  increases  are  made  at  the 
request  and  with  the  agreement  of  the 
City.  The  proposed  effective  date  is  July 
21,  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intevene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §i  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  10, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  miUce  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-16463  Plied  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  S-9453] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Order  Accepting  Proposed  Rate  Increase 

for  Filing,  Suspending  Use  Thereof,  Pro¬ 
viding  for  Hearing  and  Establishing  Pro¬ 
cedures 

June  18,  1975. 

On  May  21, 1975,  Duke  Power  Company 
(Duke)  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  tariff '  which  would  in¬ 
crease  revenues  from  Jurisdictional  sales 
and  services  by  approximately  $24  mil¬ 
lion  based  on  the  twelve-month  period 
ending  December  31,  1975.  Duke  pro¬ 
poses  an  effective  date  of  June  30, 1975. 

In  support  of  its  filing  Duke  states  that 
during  the  twelve-month  period  ending 
December  31,  1974,  the  company  earned 
a  rate  of  return  on  its  wholesale  busi¬ 
ness  of  5.2  per  cent,  a  figure  which  it 
claims  does  not  permit  the  attraction  of 
capital  needed  to  provide  reliable  service 
to  its  customers.  Duke  also  states  that 
no  faculties  will  be  instaUed  or  modified 
to  effect  the  proposed  changes. 

Notice  of  this  filing  was  issued  on  May 
29,  1975,  with  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  due  om  or  before 
June  12,  1975.  No  such  responses  have 
yet  been  received. 

Our  review  of  the  changes  In  rates  filed 
herein  indicates  that  the  proposed  rates 
have  not  been  shown  to  be  Just  and  rea¬ 
sonable.  We  shaU,  therefore,  accept 
Duke’s  tendered  tariff  changes  for  filing 
and  suspend  the  use  thereof  untU  July  1, 
1975,  when  they  will  be  permitted  to  be- 
c<xne  effective,  subject  to  refund.  We 
shaU  also  provide  for  an  evidentiary 
hearing  to  t^  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  pubUc  interest  and  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  rates  and  other  terms  and  provi¬ 
sions  of  service  proposed  herein  by  Duke 
Power  Company,  and  that  such  rates, 
terms,  and  provisions  be  suspended  and 
the  use  thereof  referred  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  particularly  sections  205,  206,  308, 
and  309  thereof,  and  the  CXxiunlssion’s 
rules  and  regulations,  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  commencing  on  November 
11, 1975,  In  a  hearing'  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  classifications  and  services  con¬ 
tained  In  Duke  Power’s  FPC  Electric 
Tariff,  as  proposed  to  be  amended  herein. 

(B)  Pending  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  Duke  Power’s  proposed  tariff 
sheets  are  hereby  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  July  1, 1975. 

(C)  On  or  before  August  26,  1975,  the 
Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  prepared 
t/>.«;t.imnny  and  exhibits.  The  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  of  any  intervenors 


I  Duke  Power  Cosopeny’e  PPC  Electric  Serv¬ 
ice  Tariff  Volume  Noe.  I-Vl;  See  designations 
at  Appendix  A  * 
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shall  be  served  on  or  before  September 
23,  1975.  Any  rebuttal  evidence  by  Duke 
Power  shall  be  served  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1975. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  delegation  of  authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) )  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  ini¬ 
tiated  by  this  order  and  shall  conduct 
such  hearing  in  accordance  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations,  and  the  terms  of  this 
order. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

ISEALl  Kenneth  F,  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 


Itrike  Power  Co.,  rate  $dnMe  ietif/nalUmt-  filed  Mag  91, 
/97f ,  dated  undated,  ciTeotlvo 


Blip- 

Supersedes 

RsU 

pl«- 

supple- 

sehMlule 

Ciistouiers 

ment 

meat  No. 

FPC  No. 

No. 

24 _ 

17 

131 

Bine  Ridge  EMC, 

N.C. 

27 _ 

10 

184 

Davidson  EMC. 

18 _ 

11 

136 

Haywood  KMC. 

U _ 

14 

137 

Pee  Dee  EMC. 

IT _ 

14 

138 

Piedmont  EMC. 

a _ 

34 

139 

Rutherford  EMC.:. 

as _ 

19 

140 

Surry-Yadkin  EMC. 

a _ 

15 

141 

Union  EMC. 

so _ 

37 

142 

Blue  Ridge  EC,  8.C. 

as _ 

•» 

143 

Broad  River  EC. 

B3 _ 

144 

T/aurans  EC. 

27 _ 

21 

14.5 

Little  River  EC. 

47 _ 

20 

146 

Yerk  EC. 

0 _ 

8 

1.M 

Town  of  Bostic. 

8 _ 

7 

163 

Town  of  Due  West. 

6 _ 

5 

218 

City  of  Newlierry. 

a _ 

8 

225 

City  ef  Albemarle. 

12.... 

11 

^>g 

City  of  Oreer. 

31 _ 

26 

227 

City  of  Oastonia. 

20 _ 

IS 

228 

City  of  Rock  Hill. 

8 _ 

7 

220 

Towr  ef  Linoolnton. 

0 _ 

7 

230 

Town  of  Landis. 

12 _ 

I« 

231 

City  of  Abbeville. 

0 _ 

7 

232 

Town  of  Cornelius. 

10 _ 

7 

233 

Town  of  Davidson. 

0.... 

7 

'234 

Tow*  of  Pineville. 

15.... 

18 

235 

City  of  Shelby. 

0.... 

7 

286 

Heath  Springs  Llglit 

A  Power  Co. 

11.... 

9 

237 

Town  of  Forest  City. 

IS.... 

9 

238 

f:ity  of  Monroe. 

IS—. 

8 

‘244 

City  ef  StatesviUo. 

21.... 

is 

241 

City  of  Easley. 

11.... 

IS 

242 

Town  of  Prosperity. 

u.... 

9 

243 

City  of  Oaffney. 

u.... 

14 

244 

City  of  Laurens  (de- 

U^rj  point  Nos.  1 

9.... 

8 

24.5 

City  of  Concord. 

8.... 

6 

246 

T-own  of  Maiden. 

42.... 

29 

248 

Croocent  EMC. 

«.... 

8 

249 

City  of  CUnton. 

18.... 

17 

-250 

City  of  Oreenwood. 

6.... 

4 

2n 

Town  of  HuntersvUlo. 

8.... 

6 

252 

Lockhart  Power  Co. 

7.... 

4 

'253 

University  of  North 

Carolina. 

6.:.. 

rs  4 

254 

Town  of  Dallas. 

8.... 

6 

355 

7^>wn  of  Oranite  Falls. 

6.... 

4 

256 

T-own  of  Westminster. 

7.... 

6 

■257 

TWn  ef  Drexel. 

7.... 

6 

358 

City  of  Cherryville. 

8.... 

4 

259 

Cleonson  University; 

T..«. 

4 

‘260 

City  of  Kings  Moun- 

tain. 

0.... 

^  8 

261 

City  of  Morganton. 
South  Carolina  Elec- 

6.... 

5 

362 

trie  S  Oas  Co. 

•-... 

^  2 

263 

City  of  Seneca. 

S.... 

4 

264 

City  of  High  Point. 

a.... 

..•  2 

366 

City  of  Newton. 

A.... 

_•  1 

367 

City  of  Lexington; 

(FR  Doo.75-16481  FUed  a-a4-7S;S:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-»482| 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

FMing  of  Supplement  to  Contract 

June  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  9, 1975,  Duke 
Power  Ccmipany  (Duke)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  a  supplement  to  the  Electric  Power 
Contract  between  Duke  and  the  Town  of 
Cornelius  (Town) .  The  contract  Is  Duke 
rate  schedule  FPC  No.  232.  Duke  states 
that  the  supplement  provides  for  a 
change  in  delivery  voltage  made  at  the 
request  of  and  with  the  agreement  of  the 
Town.  The  proposed  effective  date  Is 
July  21.  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  10, 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  becmne  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

•  Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.76-16464  Piled  6-24-75;8:46  am) 


(Docket  No.  cn&-335| 

EDWIN  M.  JONES  OIL  CO. 

Withdrawal  and  Cancellation  of  Hearing 
June  17,  1975. 

On  June  12,  1975,  Edwin  M.  Jones  OH 
Company  filed  a  withdrawal  of  its  appli¬ 
cation  for  permission  to  abandon  a  sale 
of  gas,  filed  November  21,  1974,  In  the 
above-designated  matter  which  was  set 
for  hearing  by  order  Issued  June  9.  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  S  1.11(d)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  the  withdrawal  of  the 
above  application  shall  become  effective 
July  14,  1975.  The  hearing  scheduled  for 
July  9, 1975  is  cancelled. 

Kenneth  F.  Plvmb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-16467  Fllsd  6-24-75;t:46  sm) 


(Docket  Nos.  E-ai70,  E-9091  ] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO. 

Tariff  Changes 

June  18, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  Georgia  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Georgia  Power),  on  June  12,  1975, 
tendered  for  filing  Revised  Sheets  Nos. 
3-B.  3-D,  3-P,  3-G,  3-H,  3-1,  3-J.  3-K, 
and  3-L  to  its  FPC  Electric  Tariff,  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.  Georgia  Power  states  that 
these  revisions  cover  routine  changes  in 
said  tariff,  effective  in  the  first  and  sec¬ 


ond  quarters  of  1975,  consisting  of  six 
(6)  new  wholesale  delivery  points  and 
seven  (7)  conversions  of  existing  whole¬ 
sale  delivery  points  to  the  WR-7/WR-8 
rates. 

Georgia  Power  states  that  the  above 
changes  refiect  the  fact  that  Georgia 
Power  has  established  six  (6)  new  de¬ 
livery  points  for  existing  customers, 
where  service  will  be  rendered  at  the 
WR-7/WR-8  rates  currently  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  that  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  present  tariff,  seven  (7)  de¬ 
livery  points  have  been  converted  to  the 
WR-7/WR-8  rates.  Included  in  the  filing 
are  thirteen  (13)  supplemental  sheets 
giving  data  on  the  delivery  points  in¬ 
volved  in  the  above  changes,  according 
to  the  Company. 

Georgia  Power  states  that  copies  of 
this  filing  have  been  served  upon  “all- 
affected  customers.” 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  tc 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission.  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  9S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  3. 1975.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  tc 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are  on 
file  with  the  C?ommlssion  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-16466  Filed  6-84-76:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  £-8489] 

GULF  STATES  UTIUTIES  CO. 

Filing  of  SupiHement  to  Rate  Schedule 
June  18, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  11, 1975  Gulf 
States  Utilities  Company  (Company) 
tendered  for  filing  notice  of  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  temporary  metering  point 
pursuant  to  a  supplementary  agreement 
between  the  Company  and  Sam  Rayburn 
Dam  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  which  is 
served  under  Comt>any  rate  schedule 
FPC  No.  98  and  the  City  of  Liberty, 
Texas,  which  is  served  imder  Company 
rate  schedule  FPC  No.  96.  The  Company 
states  the  metering  point  will  serve  50 
KVA  of  oil  field  pumping.  The  temporary 
point  was  established  April  29.  1975 
and  is  expected  to  last  approximately 
eighteen  months. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitioa 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Captol 
Street,  NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with'Sf  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  cm  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
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before  July  10. 1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.76-16466  PUed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9023] 

INTERSTATE  POWER  CO. 

Order  Approving  Settlement  Agreement 
Subject  to  Condition 

June  17, 1975. 

On  September  19,  1974,  Interstate 
Power  Company  (Interstate)  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  rate 
tariff  sheets  for  its  firm  customers,  thir¬ 
teen  municipalities  in  Illinois.  Iowa  and 
Minnesota.*  The  proposed  filing  would 
have  increased  annual  Jurisdictional  rev¬ 
enues  by  $193,986,  based  upon  calendar 
year  1973  as  a  test  year. 

By  Commission  Order  issued  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1974,  the  proposed  increase  was 
suspended  for  one  day  until  October  21, 
1974,  when  it  became  effective,  subject 
to  refund,  and  procedural  dates  for  hear¬ 
ing  were  established.  In  the  October  18, 
1974,  order,  the  CX>mmi86ion  further  or¬ 
dered  Interstate  to  file  a  revised  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause  within  30  days  which 
would  c<Miform  to  FPC  Opinion  No.  633 
and  which  would  be  effective  October  21, 
1974.  Diuing  the  Interim,  the  proposed 
fuel  clause  would  be  suspe^ed  and,  upon 
filing  the  revised  fuel  clause.  Interstate’s 
refimd  obligation  with  respect  thereto 
would  terminate  as  the  C(Hnpany  made 
interim  refunds  as  required. 

On  November  18,  1974,  the  Company 
filed  a  motion  for  extension  of  time  to 
file  its  response  to  the  requirement  for  a 
revised  fu^  clause.  The  Secretary  Issued 
a  notice  on  November  21.  1974,  extend¬ 
ing  the  filing  date  to  December  4,  1974. 
On  Dec^ember  2,  1974,  Interstate  re¬ 
quested  waiver  of  the  requirement  to  file 
a  revised  fud  clause.  The  request  to  lift 
the  suspension  on  the  fuel  clause  cur¬ 
rently  in  effect  was  denied  by  an  order 
dated  December  31,  1974,  wherein  the 
Commission  observed  that  the  fuel  cost 
benefit  to  the  customers  claimed  by 
Interstate  had  ik>  assurance  of  contin¬ 
uing.  The  order  also  provided  that  such 
denial  did  not  prejudice  Company’s  right 

I  - 

'  *  These  customers  include  Albany  and  Han¬ 

over  located  In  Illinois;  Alta  Vista,  Falrbank, 
Frederlcksbtug,  Orafton,  Outtenberg,  Lawler. 
Readlyn  and  Sabuia  located  in  Iowa;  Dundee, 
Bushford  and  6t.  Charles  located  in  Min¬ 
nesota. 


to  file  a  substitute  fuel  clause  in  con¬ 
formance  with  Order  No.  517. 

On  February  5, 1975,  the  Secretary  is¬ 
sued  notice  of  a  conference  held  Febru¬ 
ary  14.  1975,  during  which  Interstate 
and  Staff  agreed  to  a  settlement.  On 
March  19,  1975.  Interstate  filed  the  pro¬ 
posed  stipulation  and  settlement  which 
was  noticed  by  the  Secretary  on  March 
26,  1975,  with  petitions  or  protests  due 
on  or  b^ore  April  25,  1975.  Staff  filed 
comments  in  support  of  the  proposed 
settlement  on  April  25,  1975.  ’There  were 
no  other  comments,  pietitions  or  pro¬ 
tests. 

The  proposed  settlement  reflects  an 
increase  in  annual  revenues  of  $172,795, 
a  reduction  of  $21,191  from  the  originally 
proposed  $193,986  in  additional  revenues 
in  the  Company’s  September  19,  1974, 
filing.*  The  settlement  rates  would  yield 
an  overall  rate  of  return  of  7.87  percent 
which  would  yield  a  return  on  common 
equity  of  13.08  percent.*  The  revised  fuel 
clause  filed  by  the  Company  under  this 
accord  is  in  conformance  with  Commis¬ 
sion  order  no.  517.  Moreover,  the  data 
supplied  with  the  settlement  indicate 
that  for  the  first  three  months  the  in¬ 
terim  filed  fuel  clause  was  in  effect,  the 
revenues  collected  under  it  were  less  than 
the  revenues  which  would  be  generated 
under  the  settlement  fuel  clause,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  refund.*?  with  respect  to 
it. 

Interstate  will  refund,  with  7  percent 
interest,  to  its  firm  wholesale  customers 
all  amoimts  collected  subject  to  refund 
from  October  21,  1974,  exceeding  the 
settlement  revenue  level. 

Further,  the  settlemoit  rate  contains  a 
provision  permitting  an  adjustment  to 
billing  for  any  taxes  based  on  those  sales 
of  electricity,  levied  upon  those  sales  or 
measured  by  those  sales.  As  such  an 
adjustment  would  result  in  a  change  in 
rates,  any  Implraientataoti  of  said  tax 
adjustment  clause  will  necessitate  a  sec¬ 
tion  205  rate  filing,  and  we  shall  cmidi- 
tion  our  acceptance  to  so  provide. 

Our  review  of  the  propos^  settlement. 
Staff’s  comments  and  the  related  record 
Indicates  that  it  is  a  r^cmable  and  ap¬ 
propriate  resolution  of  the  issues  in  this 
proceeding  in  the  public  Interest  and 
that,  accordingly,  it  should  be  adopted  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

The  Commission  finds.  ’The  proposed 
settlement  of  this  proceeding  as  filed  by 
Interstate  with  the  Commission  on 
March  19, 1975,  is  reasonable  and  proper 
and  in  the  public  interest  In  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  and  should  be  approved,  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered  and  conditioned. 


■The  settlMoent  cofst  of  service  Is  attached 
as  Attachment  A  to  this  order. 

*8ee  Attaohment  B. 


The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  pro¬ 
posed  settlement  filed  by  Interstate  on 
March  19, 1975,  is  incorporated  herein  by 
reference  and  made  a  part  hereof  and  is 
approved  and  adopted  to  be  effective  as 
of  October  21,  1974,  as  hereinafter  or¬ 
dered  and  conditioned. 

(B)  Within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order.  Interstate  shall  file  with  the 
CTommission  revised  rate  schedules  con¬ 
forming  to  those  attached  as  Exhibit  B 
to  the  proposed  settlement  agreement. 

(C)  Any  proposed  rate  change  to  be 
made  under  the  tax  adjustment  clause 
shall  be  effected  by  means  of  a  section 
205  rate  filing  made  at  least  30  days  prior 
to  the  proposed  effective  date  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  change. 

<D)  Interstate  shall  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  report  of  the  pasment  of  all 
refunds,  including  the  7  percent  interest 
per  annum  thereon. 

(E)  ’The  proceeding  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  docket  shall  be  terminated  upon 
the  receipt  by  the  Commission  of  the 
report  pursuant  to  ordering  paragraph 
“D”,  above. 

(F)  ’This  order  is  without  prejudice  to 
any  findings  or  orders  which  have  been 
made  or  which  may  hereafter  be  made 
by  the  Commission,  and  is  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  any  claims  or  contentions  which 
may  be  made  by  the  Commission,  Its  staff, 
Interstate,  or  by  any  other  party  or  per¬ 
son  affected  by  this  order  in  any  proceed¬ 
ing  now  pending  or  hereinafter  instituted 
by  or  against  Interstate  or  any  other  per¬ 
son  or  party. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  In 
the  Fedebal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Atvacbment  a 


InUntaU  Putter  O.,  doeket  E~tOtS,  txkikit  A,  to  ttipula- 
titn  oni  teHUment  agreemetU,  eott  of  eereice 


Item 

Company’s 

ori^nal 

^ng 

Company's 

proposed 

setUement 

1973  revenoK 

A*  blUed . . 

$1,068,897 

$1,068,697 

As  Adjusted _ 

L087,787 

1,087,787 

Inore^  rate  level — m 
originaDy  propoeed... 

L281,778  . 

1,260,582 

Settlement  rate  level.... 

Operating  expenee: 

Oiieration  and  maln- 
tenanoe . 

683,.444 

679,099 

Depreciation  expense... 

122,593 

183,656 

TazM  other  than  In¬ 
come......... . - 

88,923 

106,080 

Other  expenses  aitd 
revenue  credits— net. . . 

(7,840) 

Inoome  taxes _ 

164,767 

145,252 

Total  opecatinc  ei- 
peosoa. . 

959,728 

966,847 

Operating  ineotne... _ : 

822,047 

804,285 

8.813,970 

8,865,760 

Revenue  insrease _ : 

198,986 

172,795 
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ATTACHMENt  B 

WTKRSTATE  POWER  CO.,  BPECTAL  EXHIBIT 

liiteraUte  Power  Co.—C4ipMiMti»n  m  of  June  SO,  1974,  aifveted  to  refteet  real  and  anlicipated  change*  through 

Dee.  SI,  1974 


Amount  Capital  Cost  or  Weishtod 

Class  of  capital  (In  thousands)  ratios  (percent)  allowanoe  return  (percent) 

(percent) 


I»n*-tenn  debt .  *130,809  .18.84  5.76  8.89 

Preferred  stock . t . . 28,300  12.73  6.00  0.76 

Common  equity  > .  63,202  28.43  13.06  3.72 


Total .  222,311  lOOOO 


Return  on  total  capital . . . .  7. 87 


>  This  includes  additional  retained  eamlnfs  from  July  1, 1974,  through  Doc.  31, 1974. 

(FR  Doc.76-16399  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  E-9181] 

NANTAHALA  POWER  AND  UGHT  CO. 
Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
Junk  18,  1975. 

On  June  17,  1975,  Steiff  Counsel  filed  a 
motion  to  extend  the  procedural  dates 
fixed  W  order  Issued  February  14,  1975, 
as  most  recently  modified  by  n<^ce  issued 
May  7,  1975,  in  the  abore-designated 
matter.  TTie  motion  states  that  the  par¬ 
ties  have  been  notified  and  have  no 
objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows; 

Service  of  Staff  and  Interveaor  Testimony, 
July  16,  1975. 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  July  23,  1976. 
Hearing  (Unchanged),  August  5,  1976  (10 
a  m.,  e.d.t.). 

Kknnkth  F.  Plumb, 

Stcretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-16468  PUed  6-24-76:8:45  am) 


^[Docket  Nos.  E-B1S6;  £-9140] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Order  Compelling  Production  of  Data  and 
Extending  Procedtral  Dates 

Junk  18,  1975. 

Commission  staff  has  filed  two  motions 
in  the  above-captioned  proceedings.  The 
first,  filed  May  23,  1975,  requests  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  presently-established  pro- 
cediu*al  dates,  beginning  with  the  June 
10,  1975,  date  for  service  of  staff’s  testi¬ 
mony.  Staff  seeks  a  delay  of  approxi¬ 
mately  60  days  in  th^e  proceedings,  and 
for  good  cause  states  that  said  delay  is 
necessary  in  order  to  allow  staff  sufficient 
time  to  receive  and  review  certain  data 
to  be  submitted  by  the  New  Ekigland 
Power  Company  (NEPCO)  in  respionse 
to  staff’s  data  requests  of  March  26  and 
May  22,  1975,  the  most  recent  of  which 
followed  NEPCO’s  May  16,  1975,  submis¬ 
sion  of  revised  Period  n  data  which,  ac¬ 
cording  to  staff,  differs  in  both  numerical 
calculations  suid  methodology  from  its 
original  filing. 

Staff’s  second  motl(m,  filed  June  9, 
1975,  requests  that  we  issue  an  order 
directing  NEPCO  to  fully  and  promptly 
comply'  with  the  aforementioned  data 
requests.  Staff  suggests  that  we  establish 


June  13,  1975,  as  the  date  for  such 
compliance. 

Staff’s  May  23,  1975,  motion  to  ex¬ 
tend  procedural  dates  Is  opposed  by  the 
Rhode  Island  Division  of  Public  Utilities 
and  Carriers,  Rhode  Island  Consumers 
Council,  and  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island  (Respxind- 
ents),  whose  Joint  response  was  filed 
June  3,  1975.  Respondents  state  In  sub¬ 
stance  that  they  oppose  NEPCO’s 
alleged  practice  of  continually  filing  new 
testimony  and  exhibits  in  an  effort  to 
postpone  indefinitely  the  resolution  of 
its  pending  rate  cases.  Respondent  as¬ 
sert  that  further  prolongation  of  these 
proceedings  will  unreasonably  cmnplicate 
the  refund  process  in  the  event  the  Com¬ 
mission  ultimately  determines  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  to  be  excessive.  Respondents 
would  therefore  have  us  deny  Staff’s 
motion,  find  that  NEPCO’s  May  16, 1975, 
filing  cannot  be  timely  considered  in 
these  proceedings,  and  order  NEPCO  and 
staff  to  proceed  on  the  basis  of  previously 
filed  testimony. 

Staff’s  Jime  9,  1975,  motion  to  compel 
production  of  data  was  answered  by 
NEPCO  on  June  12.  1975.  NEPCO  alleges 
that  its  May  16,  1975,  cost  of  service  ex¬ 
hibits  refiect  late-April  updates  to  Its 
operating  estimate  for  1975,  the  effects 
of  which  nullify  the  usefulness  of  the 
answers  that  NEPCX>  might  have  given 
to  staff’s  March  16,  1975,  data  request. 
Referring  to  staff’s  May  22,  1975,  data 
request,  however,  NEPCO  states  its  will¬ 
ingness  and  intention  to  respond  to  all 
items,  save  the  last  one,  by  June  13, 
1975,  and  to  mail  its  response  to  the  final 
Item  by  June  30,  1975.*  NEPCO  submits 
that  Issuance  of  the  requested  motion  to 
compel  production  Is  therefore  unneces¬ 
sary. 

Upon  consideration,  we  find  that  both 
of  staff’s  motions  should  be  granted,  al¬ 
though.  In  light  of  the  postponed  proce¬ 
dural  dates,  we  will  give  NEPCXJ  until 
Jime  30,  1975,  to  complete  Its  answer  to 


^Tbe  final  Item  contained  In  Staff’s  May 
22,  1975,  data  request  la  labeUed  “Power  21’*, 
and  soUclts  NEPCO’s  response  to  Items  t»un- 
bered  2  through  10  In  the  original  data  re¬ 
quest  of  March  26,  1976,  to  be  updated, 
where  appropriate,  to  reflect  NEPOO’s  re¬ 
vised  filing  of  May  22, 1975. 


staff’s  March  26  and  May  22,  1975,  data 
requests,  including  item  No.  Power-21. 
NEPCX)  will  not  be  permitted  to  supple¬ 
ment  Its  R-9  rate  increase  after  that 
date.  While  we  appreciate  and  share  Re¬ 
spondents’  awareness  that  the  public  in¬ 
terest  demands  that  proposed  rate  in¬ 
creases  be  made  in  good  faith  and  dls- 
p>osed  of  as  speedily  as  possible,*  we  find 
that  the  requested  extension  of  time  Is 
reasonable  and  proper  imder  present 
circumstances. 

The  Commissiaih  finds.  Good  cause  has 
been  shown  to  grant  staff’s  motion  of 
May  23,  1975,  requesting  an  extension  of 
procedural  dates  in  this  proceeding,  and 
staff’s  motion  of  June  9, 1975,  requesting 
the  Commission  to  compel  production  of 
certain  specified  data  from  NEPCO. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  ’Ilie  pro¬ 
cedural  dates  in  Docket  Nos.  E-9136  and 
E-9140  are  hereby  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  staff’s  testimony,  August  12,  1975. 
Service  of  Intervenors  testimony,  August  26, 

1976. 

Service  of  Company  rebuttal,  September  9, 

1976. 

Hearing,  September  23, 1975. 

(B>  On  or  before  June  30,  1975, 
NEPCO  shall  file  responsive  evidence 
which  complies  as  fully  as  possible  with 
Staff’s  March  26,  and  May  22,  1975,  data 
requests  In  these  consolidated  proceed¬ 
ings,  including  but  not  limited  to  item 
No.  Power-21  of  the  May  22,  1975,  re¬ 
quest. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-16469  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8928] 

PACIFIC  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Further  Extension  of  Procedural  Dates 
Junk  17, 1975. 

On  June  10, 1975,  Pacific  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  filed  a  motion  to  extend 
the  procedural  dates  fixed  by  order  Issued 
August  22,  1974,  as  most  recently  modi¬ 
fied  by  notice  Issued  May  15,  1975,  In  the. 
above-designated  matter.  The  motion 
states  that  the  parties  have  been  notified 
and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  procedural  dates  in  the 
above  matter  are  modified  as  follows: 

Service  of  Company  Rebuttal,  July  7, 1975. 
Hearing,  July  22, 1976  (10  a.m.,  e.d.t.) . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-16476  Piled  6-24-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9383] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
COLORADO 

InRial  Rate  Schedule 

Junk  17, 1975. 

On  April  14,  1975,  Public  Service  Come 
pany  of  Colorado  (PSC),  tendered  lor 

t 

■See  section  206(e)  of  ttie  Federal  Power 
Act. 
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filing  an  initial  agreement  with  the  City 
of  Burlington.  Colorado,  which  provides 
for  the  sale  of  firm  power  to  Burlington 
via  facilities  owned  by  Tri-State  O&T 
Association,  Inc.  The  proposed  rates  and 
charges  for  such  firm  power  service  to 
Burlington  are  the  same  as  those  on  file 
with  this  Commission  for  service  to  its 
other  municipal  wholesale  customers, 
and  which  are  under  suspension  at 
Docket  No.  E-8882.  The  company  re¬ 
quests  that  its  proposed  rates  be  placed 
into  effect  as  of  May  15.  1975. 

Notice  of  the  filing  was  issued  on  April 
23,  1975,  with  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
May  8.  1975.  No  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  have  been  filed. 

By  certified  letter  dated  May  5,  1975, 
the  Secretary  informed  PSC  that  its 
filing  was  deficient  in  that  the  proposed 
fuel  adjustment  clause  contained  within 
its  filing  did  not  comply  with  S  35.14  of 
the  regulations  as  amended  by  Order 
No.  517.» 

By  letter  dated  May  14,  1975,  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  this  Commission  on  May  21. 
1975,  PSC  responded  to  the  Commission 
stating  that  it  is  their  position  that  the 
fuel  clause  in  question  did  not  have  to 
comply  with  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  as  amended  by  Order  No.  517  in 
that  the  fuel  clause  is  not  a  new  or 
revised  fuel  adjustment  clause  within 
the  contemplation  of  such  regulations. 
Ihe  company  states  that  the  rate  and 
fuel  clause  are  its  established  rate  and 
fuel  clause  currently  on  file  for  service 
to  its  other  small  wholesale  customers. 

PSC  in  the  alternative  contends  that 
even  if  the  current  regulations  require 
a  compliance  filing,  such  requirement 
should  be  waived  since  Burlington  needs 
the  power  which  the  company  has  under¬ 
taken  to  supply. 

The  company  also  stated  that  it  would 
serve  no  useful  piui^ose  to  require  it  to 
immediately  prepare  a  compliance  filing 
solely  with  respect  to  Biurllngton  since 
the  company  must,  of  necessity,  make  a 
filing  to  bring  the  fuel  clauses  applicable 
to  all  of  its  wholesale  service,  including 
Burlington  into  conformity  with  the  sub¬ 
stantive  provisions  of  S  35.14  of  our  regu¬ 


*  Docket  No.  B-479,  Issued  November  13, 
1974. 


lations.  PSC  alleges  that  requiring  an  im¬ 
mediate  compliance  filing  would  result 
in  an  imdesirable  situation,  both  admln- 
istratlrely  and  equitably,  in  that  the 
rates  and  charges  to  similarly  situated 
small  wholesale  customers  would  be  dif¬ 
ferent  during  the  interim  period  due  to 
being  computed  on  the  basis  of  different 
fuel  adjustment  clauses. 

Finding  Paragraph  (4)  of  Order  No. 
517  specifically  states  that  the  amended 
regulation  shall  be  effective  for  all  ini¬ 
tial  rates  filed  on  or  after  January  1, 
1975.  Ordering  Paragraph  (A)  of  Order 
No.  517  effects  this  result.  Accordingly, 
although  the  fuel  clause  is  identical  to 
the  fuel  clause  on  file  with  other  rate 
schedules,  it  must  cwnply  with  the 
amended  regulation. 

As  to  PSC’s  argiunents  in  support  of 
waiver  of  the  requirements  of  our  regula¬ 
tions,  we  find  that  the  company  has  not 
demonstrated  good  cause  for  such  waiver. 
The  fact  that  the  company  must  make  a 
compliance  filing  with  regard  to  its  other 
rate  schedules  within  seven  months  is 
not  adequate  reason  to  absolve  it  of  its 
responsibility  to  meet  the  current  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  regulations  as  they 
apply  to  this  rate  schedule.  The  fact  that 
similar  customers  will  be  receiving  serv¬ 
ice  pursuant  to  differing  rate  schedules 
is  not  discriminatory  per  se.  Indeed,  PSC 
does  not  argue  discrimination,  alleging 
only  an  “undesirable  situation”. 

With  respect  to  the  assertions  con¬ 
tained  in  PSC’s  letter  of  May  14,  1975, 
to  this  Commission,  specifically  the  first 
paragraph  of  page  three  thereof,  we  find 
it  necessary  to  note  that  rejection  of  the 
instant  submittal  shall  not  constitute 
grounds  for  PSC’s  refusal  to  make  service 
available  to  the  City  of  Burlington  under 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  a  Commis¬ 
sion  approved  rate  schedule. 

The  Commission  finds.  Good  cause 
exists  to  reject  PSC’s  tendered  filing  of 
April  14,  1975,  for  failure  to  comply  with 
the  regulations  of  this  Commission. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  PSC’s 
tendered  filing,  received  April  14, 1975,  is 
hereby  rejected  for  failure  to  comply 
with  applicable  Commission  regulations. 

(B)  ’This  rejection  is  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  PSC’s  tender  of  a  filing  for  serv¬ 
ice  to  the  City  of  Burlington  which  com¬ 
plies  with  this  Conunission’s  fuel  clause 
regulations. 


(C)  ’Itie  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

rsEALl  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc .75-1 6470  Filed  6-24-76; 8; 46  am] 


(Docket  No.  RI7^145| 

SKELLY  OIL  CO. 

Hearing  on  and  Suspension  of  Proposed 
Change  in  Rate 

June  16,  1975. 

Respondent  has  filed  a  proposed 
change  in  rate  and  charge  for  the  juris¬ 
dictional  sale  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other- 
w'ise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission'  enter 
upon  a  hearing  regarding  the  lawfulnes.<: 
of  the  proposed  change,  and  that  the  sup¬ 
plement  herein  be  suspended  and  its  use 
be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15,  the  regulations  pertaining  there¬ 
to  (18  CTR  Ch.  I),  and  theXJOTunisslon’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a  pubhc 
hearing  shall  be  held  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  change. 

(B)  Pending  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  rate  supplement  herein  is 
suspended  and  its  use  deferred  imtil  date 
shown  in  the  "Date  Suspended  Until” 
coliunn.  ’Ihls  supplement  shall  become 
effective,  subject  to  refund,  as  of  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  suspension  period  without 
any  further  action  by  the  Respondent  or 
by  the  Conunission.  Respondent  shall 
comply  with  the  refunding  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154  - 
102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
C(»nmisslon,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plement,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought  to 
be  alter^,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  this  proceeding  or  expiration 
of  the  suspension  period,  whichever  is 
earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

fsEALl  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Afpendix  a 


Docket 

No. 

Respondent 

Rate 

ached- 

nle 

No. 

Sup¬ 
ple-  Purchaser  and  producing  area 

ment 

No. 

Amount 

of 

annnal 

Increase 

Date 

flung 

tendered 

EfTective 

date 

unleas 

suspended 

Date 

Ceats  per  Mcf*  > 

Rate  tn 
affect  sub¬ 
ject  to 
refund  In 
docket 
No. 

until— 

Rate  In 
effect 

Proposed 

Increased 

rate 

BI75-145.. 

Skelly  Oil  . 

_  267 

7  Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America. 

$1,102 

5^21-75 

11-21-75 

S6.t 

$7.8 

oUierwise  itsted,  the  pressore  base  is  14.55  lb/ln>a.  >  Unless  otherwise  stated,  tbe  rate  shown  is  the  total  rate.  Inclusive  of  any  appU 

eable  British  thermal  unit  adjustment  and  tax. 


The  proposed  rate  Increase  by  Skelly  exceeds  the  applicable  area  celling  In  OplnJon  No.  662  and  ta  suspended  tor  five  months. 

(FR  Doc.76-16400  Piled  6-24-76:8:46  ami 
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[Docket  No.  E-8823] 

SOUTH  CAROUNA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  CO. 
Cancellation  of  Hearing 

June  18, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  17,  1975,  an 
order  was  Issued  In  the  above  designate 
matter  approving  a  settlement  agree¬ 
ment.  Upon  receipt  by  the  Commission 
of  the  report  regardiiig  refunds  and  in¬ 
terest  this  proceeding  will  be  terminated. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing 
scheduled  for  September  2,  1975,  by  no¬ 
tice  Issued  June  2,  1975,  is  cancelled. 

Kenneth  F.  Plubjb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-16471  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  £-8823] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS  CO. 

Order  Approving  Settlement  Agreement 
June  17.  1975. 

,On  May  31,  1974,  South  Carolina  Elec¬ 
tric  and  Oas  Company  (SCE&O) 
tendered  for  filing  in  the  above  cap¬ 
tioned  docket  revised  tariff  sheets  under 
its  PE*C  Electric  Tariff  ^  f<Mr  service  to  its 
resale  customers.  The  Tariff  then  on  file 
with  the  CcHnmls^n  contained  two  sep¬ 
arate  rates:  SR-l,  applicable  for  resale 
service  to  public  power  bodies  and  REA 
Cooperatives  for  demands  under  2,000 
kW  and  SR-2  applicable  for  demands 
over  2,000  kW.  The  rate  schedule  WR 
originally  proposed  in  Docket  No.  E-8823 
would  have  replaced  SR-1  and  SR-2  and 
Increased  revenues  by  81.871,242  (22.7 
percent)  for  the  twelve  months  follow¬ 
ing  the  proposed  effective  date  of  July  1, 
1974. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  increase  was 
Issued  on  Jime  11.  1974.  with  comments, 
protests  or  petitions  to  Intervene  due  on 
or  before  June  19,  1974.  Petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  were  received  from  the  City  of 
Orangeburg,  South  Caixdlna  (Orange¬ 
burg)  and  Jointly  from  the  Berkeley 
Electric  Cooperative,  the  Palmetto  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative  and  the  Saluda  River 
Electric  Cooperative  (Co-ops) . 

By  order  Issued  August  2.  1974,  the 
Commission,  inter  alia,  suspended  the 
proposed  rate  changes  for  one  day 


^  Deslgnaited  as  Second  Revised  Sheet  Nos. 
5  and  6  under  FPC  Electric  Tariff  Original 
Vcriume  No.  1. 


permitting  them  to  become  effective 
August  4,  1974,  subject  to  refund,  set  the 
matter  for  hearing,  and  granted  the 
above  named  petitioners  intervention. 

Staff  filed  its  cost  of  service  testimony 
and  exhibits  on  November  22.  1974. 
Staff’s  study  indicated  that  SCE&G  was 
entitled  to  an  increase  of  $1,690,134  or 
92.2  piercent  of  the  $1,833,143  requested 
by  SCE&Q  based  on  Period  11,  c^endar 
year  1974  data. 

On  March  5, 1975,  SCE&G  tendered  for 
filing  a  proposed  Settlement  Agreement. 
The  proposed  settlement  is  the  result  of 
discussions  held  between  SCE&O  and  the 
interveners,  Orangeburg  and  Co-ops. 
The  proposed  settlement  is  concurred  in 
by  all  of  the  above-named  Interveners 
in  this  proceeding.  The  proposed  settle¬ 
ment  was  noticed  on  March  21.  1975, 
with  comments,  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene  due  on  or  before  April  22, 1975. 
On  April  22,  1975,  Staff  filed  comments 
indicating  its  support  of  the  agreement. 

The  proposed  settlement  provides  for 
(1)  the  reduction  of  the  demand  charge 
for  the  first  200  kW  of  billing  demand 
from  $830  to  $630;  (2)  the  reduction  of 
the  energy  charge  from  1.095^  per  kWh  to 
1.046^  per  kWh;  and  (3)  the  design  of 
the  fuel  clause  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  S  35.14  of  the  regulations,  as 
amended  by  Order  No.  517.  Exhibit  B  at¬ 
tached  to  the  Settlement  Agreement  re¬ 
computed  the  revenues  based  up<m  the 
aforementioned  change  in  rates  for  the 
test  period  1974.* 

llie  proposed  settlement  will  reduce 
the  amoimt  of  the  originally  proposed  in¬ 
crease  in  the  May  31,  1974,  filing  from 
$1,833,143  to  $1,664,040,  which  is  less 
thsm  the  $1,690,134  that  Staff’s  cost  of 
service  study  found  justified,  based  on 
1974  test  period  data. 

The  proposed  rates,  as  compared  with 
Staff’s  filed  cost  of  service  as  shown  on 
Appendix  B,  would  yield  an  8.62  percent 
overall  rate  of  return  and  a  12.31  per¬ 
cent  rate  of  return  on  common  equity.* 

Based  upon  our  review  of  the  proposed 
settlement  agreement,  we  find  that  the 
settlement  agreement  represents  a  rea¬ 
sonable  resolution  of  the  Issues  In  this 
proceeding  In  the  public  interest,  and 
that  accordingly  it  should  be  approved 
and  adopted. 


*  See  Appendix  A. 

*  See  Appendix  C. 


The  Comrhission  finds.  The  settlement 
of  this  proceeding  on  the  basis  of  the 
settlement  agrreement  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  by  SCE&Q  on  March  5,  1975,  is  rea¬ 
sonable  and  proper  and  in  the  public 
interest  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act;  and  such 
agreement  should  be  approved. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  ’ITie  pro¬ 
posed  settlement  agreement  filed  on 
March  5, 1975,  by  SCE&G  is  Incorporated 
herein  by  reference  and  hereby  approved 
and  adopted. 

(B)  Within  thirty  days  from  the  date 
of  this  order,  SCE&G  shall  file  with  the 
Commission  revised  tariff  sheets  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  terms  of  the  settlement 
agreement  herein  ai^roved  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act.  Such  tariff  sheets  shall 
be  effective  as  of  August  4,  1974. 

(C)  The  fuel  clause  in  the  proposed 
settlement  agreement  is  permltt^  to  be¬ 
come  effective  August  4,  1974,  .concur¬ 
rently  with  the  rates  approved  in  the  set¬ 
tlement  agreement. 

(D)  Within  thirty  da3rs  of  the  filing 
of  the  revised  sheets.  SCE&G  shall  re¬ 
fund  to  its  customers  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  amoimts  coUected  since  Au- 
giist  4,  1974,  under  the  rates  currently 
in  effect  and  the  amoimt  which  would 
have  been  collected  under  the  proposed 
settlement  rates,  with  Interest  at  7  per¬ 
cent  per  annum. 

(E)  SCE&G  Shan  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  concurrently  with  the  refimds 
ordered  in  Paragraph  (D),  a  report  of 
such  refunds  and  Interest. 

(F)  The  proceedings  in  Docket  No.  E- 
8823  win  be  terminated  upon  receipt  and 
approval  of  such  report. 

(G)  Ihis  order  is  without  prejudice  to 
any  findings  or  orders  which  have  been 
or  win  be  made  by  the  Commission  and  is 
without  prejudice  to  any  claims  or  con¬ 
tentions  which  may  be  made  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  its  Staff,  SC7E&G,  or  any  party  or 
person  affected  by  this  order,  in  any  pro¬ 
ceeding  now  pending  or  hereinafter  In¬ 
stituted  by  or  against  SCE&G  or  any 
other  person  or  party. 

(H)  Hie  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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Appendix  A 

■ovn  CABOUNA  XLBCTEIC  A  GAS  00.,  KUMICIPALa  A  OOOPXXAnPSS  BETUroB  BOB  1VT4,  PBOJBCTXD  TKOT  TBAB  ' 
U  mo  mded  Dee.  St,  tsrs,  fmetut 


Munldpalr 

McConniek . r...: 

OruicPburB . . 

WinnslxMX) . . 

Total.. . . 

Cooperatives: 

Berkeley,  Jedbnn . 

Berkeley,  Johns  Island . 

Berkeley,  McClellanvUle.... 

Berkeley,  Mourn  Pleasant _ 

Broad  lUver _ .... _ 

Central _ _ _ 

Little  River. . 

Palaaetto 

■.C.P.S.A.,  W^oodlan'd  Hiils' 

Total . . . 

Grand  totaL . . . 


>  Diaeoont  t0.16/kW  of  demand. 

Note.— DeiaaBd  cbarfe  >•  SS.ib.VK.  Billed  kilowatt  is  (1)  equal  to  the  maxlminn 
Integrated  16  min.  demand  measored  during  the  current  montli;  (3)  70  peroent  of 


RevenaeAtnto 

Dlfferenoe 

prior  to  Incroasn 

Demand 

Energy 

Foe) 

Total 

(ooL  5-ool.  I) 

iBcreaae 

eoL5-i-eol  l 

0) 

(*) 

(8) 

(4) 

(5) 

(» 

(7) 

;  $187,  cai 

395.754 

$136,662 

3(218) 

1231,103 

.  $44,072 

2A604 

4,831.661 

•2,135,502 

$756,186 

2,130 

$89$  818 

$062,167 

21.6^ 

&4Q,952 

260.191 

297,186 

1,167 

004.  4M 

12$  531 

22.836 

6,659.644 

2,497,447 

4,288,883 

$074 

$789,404 

1,229,760 

22.119 

<K),733 

•83,858 

50,200 

428 

84.480 

1$7S6 

21. 16) 

723,332 

<351,687 

643,397 

(387) 

894,097 

171,365 

2Ae91 

90,196 

40,223 

65,542 

(108) 

111,597 

21,399 

23.724 

114. 756 

00,663 

88,052 

249 

143,964 

29,208 

25.452 

109,098 

53,100 

79,308 

(267) 

132;  141 

23,043 

'21. 121 

13,996 

8.181 

10,063 

128 

18,372 

4,876 

31.  266 

147,919 

•79,104 

107,424 

(342) 

18$  286 

38,367 

26.938 

24,579 

K704 

17,761 

57 

32.512 

7,933 

32.276 

359,074 

•222,849 

260;  710 

(58) 

483.507 

123,883 

34.429 

L4S3.286 

870.309 

L  217, 401 

(26(i) 

$087.5t( 

434,280 

2$  268 

7,312,939 

3,307,816 

6,600,344 

2,809 

$87$  999 

1,604.040” 

2S.07U 

the  highest  demand  oeourring  during  the  11  preeeding  laontbs;  (3)  the  contsaet 
demand;  or  (4)  200  kW.  U  the  eustomera  power  iMtor  %lls  below  86  pereent,  the  power 
factor  shall  be  s<4u8ted  to  86  percent.  AH  Mlewatt-bears  shaU  be  billed  at  0.01(l^> 


Appendix  B 

SOUTH  CABOLINA  BUBCTUC  AND  GAS  COMPANY 

Sales  lor  Resale,  Test  Tear  1974 
Settlement  revenues _ $8,876,969 


Return  at  8.68  percent _  1,946,519 

Income  taxes _  683,344 


Staff  filed  cost  of  service: 

Operating  expenses  before 
taxes .  6,274,297 


Revenue  requirements _  8,903,062 

Excess  revenues _  (26,093) 

Return  on  excess  revenues _  (12,716) 

Total  return  earned _ ...  1,932,808 

Rate  base _ r_.,  22,413,806 

Rate  of  return  earned  (percent).  8.62 


Appendix  C 

SOVTH  CAaOUNA  ELECTRIC  AND  OA8  CO. 

Proforma  eapUalkation  per  tteff  fiUnf  at  Dee.  91,  Wit,  (in  thotuanda  of  dollars)  using  stfllt  nu  nl  realised  rnte  of  riturn  and 

resultant  cost  of  equHg 


Capltaliution 


Annual 

-  cost 

RatM  (percent)  (percent) 


Weighted 

cost 

(peroent) 


Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  crPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  25.  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  puUic  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-16472  PUed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


Long-term  debt... . . 

Proferred  stock 

Common  equity  * . . 

Defened  Income  taxee  (AyC  281). 


Total . . 

Recommended  rate  of  return... 


$389, 130 
101, 201 
233.398 
9,259 


63.09 

1A81 

31.84 

1.26 


AOS 

7.18 

12.31 


A  71 
.99 
A  92 


732,988 


loaoo 


•  Ineludee  Company’s  Janoary  1974  preferred  stock  Issue  of  315  milUon. 

*  Includes  Company’s  propose  common  stock  issue  in  later  months  ol  1974  (approximate  proceeds  of  326,337,000). 


[FR  Doc.76-16401  FUed  6-24-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  E-8486] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Initial  Rate  Schedule 

June  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  9,  1975 
the  Southern  California  Edison  Company 
(Edison)  tendered  for  filing  an  initial 
rate  schedule  In  the  form  of  a  contract 
with  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(PO&E)  which  is  designated  as  follows: 

poas — Edison  Kem  Magnnden,  ’Transmis¬ 
sion  Service  Contract,  Dated  April  29,  1976. 

Edison  states  that  the  contract  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  transmission  by  PG&E  of 
up  to  165  megawatts  of  electrical  capacity 
ajid  energy  over  Edison's  220  KV  line  be¬ 
tween  mints  at  which  PGtiE’s  transmis¬ 


sion  system  shall  become  connected 
thereto.  The  agreed-upon  rate  for  this 
service  is  stated  to  be  $8,000  per  month. 

Edison  further  states  that  inasmuch  as 
the  transmission  service  was  urgently 
needed  by  May  1,  1975,  and  was  in  fact 
provided  on  and  from  that  date,  it  is  re¬ 
questing  a  waiver  of  the  notice  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  regulations  to 
allow  an  effective  date  of  May  1,  1975. 

EdlMjn  states  that  copies  of  this  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  PO&E  and  to  the 
PUC  of  California. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  protest  with  the  PederM 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Ciqiitol 
Street.  NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 


(Docket  No.  E-9484] 

SOUTHERN  SERVICES,  INC. 

Filing  of  Amendment  to  Interchange 
Agreement 

June  17,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  9,  1975. 
Southern  Services,  Inc.  (Southern)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  on  behalf  of  itself,  Ala¬ 
bama  Power  Company,  Georgia  Power 
Company,  Gulf  Power  Company  and 
Mississippi  Power  Company,  a  letter 
agreement  dated  May  1,  1975,  amending 
Section  3  of  Service  Schedule  A  of  the 
Interchange  Contract  with  Duke  Power 
(Company  dated  June  1,  1961.  The 
amendment  is  limited  to  the  basis  of  set¬ 
tlement  for  emergency  service  between 
the  parties. 

Southern  requests  an  effective  date  of 
July  2,  1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  In  accordance  with  S§  1-8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  24, 1975. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  la  determining  the  appropriate 
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action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  b^ome  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  puMic  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  DOC  76-16478  Plied  6  24-75; 8: 46  am] 


(Docket  No.  B-8746] 

STATE  OF  VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE 

BOARD  AND  POWER  AUTHORITY  OF 

TWE  STATE  OF  NEW  YORK 

Extension  of  Time 

June  16,  1975. 

On  June  12,  1975,  the  Power  Authority 
of  the  State  of  New  York  filed  a  motion 
to  extend  the  date  for  filing  briefs  on 
exceptions  to  the  initial  decision  of  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is¬ 
sued  May  15,^  1975  in  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  matter.  The  motion  states,  that  the 
parties  have  been  notified  and 'have  no 
objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  briefs  on 
exceptions  In  the  above  matter  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  including  June  30,  1975, 
smd  the  date  for  filing  briefs  opposing  ex¬ 
ceptions  is  extended  to  and  including 
July  21.  1975. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-16474  Plied  6-24-76:8;46  am] 


(Docket  No.  BP71-130.  BP72-58,  BP74  39-11 J 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 
ET  AL 

Order  Approving  Settlement  Agreement  and 
Terminating  Proceeding 


JuNi  18,  1975. 

On  October  21,  1974,  the  Borough  of 
Chambenfeurgh.  Pennsylvania  (Cham- 
bersburg)  filed  in  Docket  No.  RP74-39-11 
a  supplemental  petition  for  a  declaratory 
order  pursuant  to  9  1.7(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
Chambersburg  requested  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  issue  an  order  directing  Texas 
Eastern  Transmission  Corporation 
(TETCO) :  (1)  To  cease  and  desist  from 
its  present  method  of  Implementing  its 
demand  charge  adjustment  (DCA)  pro¬ 
visions  and  (2)  to  implement  its  DCA 
provisions  in  a  manner  which  would 
lower  Chambersburg’s  demand  charges 
by  reflecting  the  difference  between 
Chambersburg’s  requirements  and  its 
actual  takes. 

Chambersburg  purchases  all  of  its  gas 
from  TETCO  under  the  latter’s  DC!Q-D 
Rate  Schedule  and  WS  Rate  Schedule. 

TETCX)  placed  its  DCA  provisions  into 
effect  on  July  2,  1974.  They  apply  to  all 
customers  purchasing  gas  under  a  two- 
part  rate  schedule.  Sections  6.2  and  7.2 
of  TETCO’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Fourth 
Revised  Volmne  No.  1  provide  for  de¬ 
mand  charge  adjustments  for  DCQ  and 
OS  customers  respectively.  The  two  sec¬ 


tions,  v^iich  are  Identical,  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

8.2,  7.2  For  Impairment  of  Deliveries.  If 
SeUer,  for  any  reason  other  than  the  allow¬ 
able  delivery  variation  and  the  provisions 
of  S  12.5  of  the  Oeneral  Terms  and  Condi¬ 
tions,  Is  unabie  to  deliver  during  any  one 
or  more  days  In  any  month  the  quantity  of 
natural  gas  Buyer  required  on  such  day  or 
days  up  to  tne  Maximum  Dally  Quantity 
then  the  total  demand  charge  as  otherwise 
computed  hereunder  shaU  be  reduced  by  an 
amount  wtilch  shall  be  equal  to  the  sum  of 
all  such  day's  deficiencies  multiplied  by  the 
Demand  Charge  Adjustment  (Sheet  No.  13) 
per  Mcf  for  the  applicable  zone. 

TETCX)  recoups  the  revenues  lost 
through  the  demand  charge  adjustment 
by  increasing  its  total  commodity 
charges  by  an  amount  equal  to  the  total 
of  the  reductions  in  demand  charges. 
Both  of  these  adjustments  are  made  on 
a  separate  basis  for  each  rate  schedule 
and  zone  on  TETCO's  system. 

In  its  supplemental  petition  Cham¬ 
bersburg  claimed  that  the  method  which 
TETCO  uses  to  calculate  demand  charge 
adjustments  is  unjust  and  discrimina- 
tory.  Chambersburg  stated  that  TETCO 
is  violating  the  spirit  of  our  order  issued 
in  this  proceeding  on  August  26.  1974,  in 
which  we  stated  that  the  DCA  provisions 
should  ameliorate  the  situation  in  which 
a  customer  being  curtailed  at  a  rate 
higher  than  the  system  average  also  pays 
higher  unit  rates. 

Public  notice  of  Chambersburg’s  sup¬ 
plemental  petition  was  Issued  on  No¬ 
vember  6,  1974. 

Under  Its  present  method  of  imple¬ 
mentation,  'I^TCO  makes  a  demand 
charge  adjustment  only  on  those  days 
that  a  customer  takes  96  percent  or  more 
of  its  curtailed  MDQ  on  the  theory  that 
if  a  customer  takes  this  much  gas  then 
the  customer  needs  its  full  MDQ.  The 
demand  charge  adjustment  is  always 
calculated  on  the  total  Mcf  difference 
between  MDQ  and  curtailed  MDQ.  No  at¬ 
tempt  is  made  to  determine  the  custom¬ 
er’s  actual  requirements  above  its  cur- 
taUed  MDQ  although  TE’TCO’s  tariff 
states  that  a  demand  charge  reduction  is 
granted  when  Texas  Eastern  is  unable 
“to  deliver  during  any  one  or  more  days 
in  any  month  the  quantity  of  natural  gas 
buyer  requires  on  such  day  or  days  up  to 
the  Maximum  Daily  Quantity.’’  Conse¬ 
quently  on  any  day  in  which  a  customer 
takes  less  than  96  percent  of  its  curtailed 
MDQ,  It  receives  no  demand  charge  re¬ 
duction  because  'TETCO  holds  that  the 
requirements  of  that  customer  had,  on 
that  day.  been  met. 

Chambersburg  stated  that  since  its 
Annual  Quantity  Entitlement  (AQE)  is 
based  on  a  historical  load  factor  of  88 
percent  it  cannot  purchase  96  percent  of 
its  curtailed  MDQ  on  every  day  without 
overrunning  its  AQE  and  incurring  a 
penalty.*  Consequently,  Chambersburg 

*  Of  the  25  customers  purchasing  under  the 
DCQ  rate  schedule,  21  have  AQE’s  which  are 
virtually  100  percent  of  their  contract  entitle¬ 
ments.  Indiana  Oas  Compcmy’s  AQB  Is  84 
percent  of  Its  contract  entitlement.  National 
Oas  and  Oil  Corporation,  96  percent,  Cham¬ 
bersburg,  88  percent,  and  Pottsvllle  Oas 
Company.  99  percent. 


argued  that  the  demand  charge  adjust¬ 
ment  should  be  calculated  in  a  manner 
which  recognized  the  requirements  of  a 
customer  during  the  base  period  in  order 
that  Chambersburg,  with  one  of  the 
highest  curtailment  levels  on  the  system, 
might  receive  a  larger  demand  charge 
adjustment  which  could  actually  refiect 
CThambersburg’s  high  curtailment. 

Chambersburg  suggested  that  a  more 
equitable  method  for  calculating  the  de¬ 
mand  charge  adjustment  would  be  to  use 
the  dth  difference  between  (a)  a  custom¬ 
er’s  actual  present  takes  and  (b)  its  re¬ 
quirements  during  the  pro  forma  bas^ 
year  *  used  to  establish  AQE’s. 

On  January  17,  1975,  we  issued  an 
order  consolidating  Docket  No.  RP74-39- 
11  with  Docket  Nos.  RP71-130  and  RP72- 
58,  the  ’TETCX)  curtailment  proceedings, 
for  the  purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 
We  required  ’TETCX)  to  submit,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  18, 1975,  evidence  compeir- 
ing  the  impact  on  its  customers  of  (1)  its 
present  method  of  implementation  and 
(2)  the  method  proposed  by  CHiambers- 
burg.  Finally,  we  required  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Morse  to  render 
an  Interim  Initial  Decision  within  48 
days  of  the  conclusion  of  cross  examina¬ 
tion. 

TETCO  filed  its  testimony  on  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1975;  no  answering  evidence  was 
tendered. 

A  hearing  on  the  issues  raised  by 
Chambersburg  was  begun  on  March  17. 
1975.  Shortly  after  the  first  witness  (ap¬ 
pearing  for  TETCO)  took  the  stand, 
counsel  for  Chambersburg  suggested  that 
a  settlement  discussion  might  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  resolve  the  controversy. 

A  Stipulation  and  Agreement.,  drafted 
by  the  parties  of  interest  as  a  proposed 
settlement,  was  submitted  to  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Judge  on  March  21,  1975.  Oh 
March  26, 1975,  the  Presiding  Judge  cer¬ 
tified  that  document  to  the  Commission. 
Notice  of  the  certification  was  issued  on 
March  27.  1975. 

’The  Stipulation  and  Agreement  is  a 
six  page  document  coasting  of  an  in¬ 
troduction  and  five  articles. 

Article  I  provides  that  within  ten  days 
after  the  date  upon  which  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  approving  the  settlement  be¬ 
comes  final,  lETCO  will  file  revised  tariff 
sheets  which  will  implement  its  DCA  pro- 
vlsons  by  calculating  DCA  credits  using 
the  difference  between  (a)  a  customers 
actual  present  takes  and  (b)  its  require¬ 
ments  during  the  pro  forma  base  year 
used  to  establish  AQEs.  ’The  new  sheets 
would  be  made  effective  as  of  July  2, 1974. 
Article  I  provides,  in  addition  that 
TETCO  shall  have  no  additional  refimd 
liability  because  of  calculating  DCA 
credits  in  the  agreed  manner. 


*The  AQE’s  of  the  DCQ  customers  were 
fixed  by  taking  the  actual  purchased  vol¬ 
umes  for  the  period  September,  1970  through 
November,  1971,  and  estimated  pinrcbased 
volumes  for  December,  1971  through  August, 
1972,  and  then  constructing  the  annual  en¬ 
titlement  for  a  pro  forma  year  on  the  basis 
of  the  highest  monthly  volume  for  each  cor¬ 
responding  month. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  123 — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  25,  1975 


2«716 


NOTICES 


Article  n  provides  that  within  ten  days 
after  Article  I  becomes  effective  TETCO 
will  refund  charges  collected  since  July  2. 
1974,  which  would  not  have  been  col¬ 
lected  under  the  proposed  DCA  imple¬ 
mentation.  These  refimds  will  include 
interest  at  a  rate  of  7  percent  per  annum 
from  the  date  of  receipt  of  pa3mient  until 
the  refimds  are  mailed.  An  amoimt  equal 
to  the  one-time  refunds  described  above 
shall  be  included  in  the  DCA  Commodity 
Surcharge  Account. 

Article  m  provides  that  this  settlement 
will  only  become  effective  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  becomes  final  and  unappeal¬ 
able,  and  provided  that  the  Commission 
waives  its  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
to  permit  the  settlement  to  take  effect. 

Article  IV  provides  that  the  settlement 
shall  be  effective  as  of  July  2, 1974. 

Article  V  provides  that  if  the  settle¬ 
ment  is  not  approved,  it  shall  be  privi¬ 
leged  and  of  no  effect,  and  further,  that 
BO  party  waives  any  rights  not  expressly 
prodded  for  in  the  Stipulation  and 
Agreement. 

We  believe  that  the  Settlement  by  the 
parties  embodied  in  the  Stipulation  and 
Agreement  is  just  and  reasonable  resolu- 
ti(m  of  the  issues  raised  in  Docket  No. 
RP74-39-11.  The  terms  of  the  settlement 
are,  we  believe,  cwisistent  with  §  6.2  of 
TETCO’s  tariff. 

As  Staff  points  out,  tmder  the  settle¬ 
ment  Cbambersbiirg’s  annual  cost  for 
service  will  decrease  by  13  percent  while 
no  customer  will  sustain  an  increased 
cost  of  even  one  percent. 

No  parties  to  these  proceedings  oppose 
the  substance  of  the  settlement,  al¬ 
though  several  parties  suggested  condi¬ 
tions  which  they  brieve  we  should  im¬ 
pose  if  we  approve  it.* 

The  Public  Service  Commissicm  of  the 
State  of  New  Yoiic  (New  York)  and 
Phlladdphla  Gas  Works  (PGW)  suggest 
that  DCA  credits  for  (Jhambersburg  and 
other  similarly  situated  DC^  customers 
be  reduced  whenever  such  customer 
within  the  month  exercised  its  right  to 
take  gas  in  excess  of  its  curtailed  MDQ.* 
New  York  suggests  that  DCA  credits  be 
reduced  by  a  percentage  equal  to  the 
number  of  days  in  the  month  a  customer 
exceeds  its  curtailed  MDQ  divided  by  the 
total  number  of  days  In  the  month, 
without  regard  to  the  degree  to  which  the 
curtailed  MDQ  was  exceeded  (m  any 
given  day.  PGW  suggests  that  monthly 
DCA  credits  be  reduced  by  the  number 
of  dekatherms  the  customer  takes  on  any 
>— - 

•  Brooklyn  Union  Oas  Ckxnpany  states  that 
It  opposes  the  settlement  unless  we  Impose 
conditions  which  would  eliminate  DCA 
credits  for  any  customer  overrunning  Its 
AQE.  We  believe  that  the  AQE  overrun  prob¬ 
lem  which  Is  currently  being  examined  In 
proceedings  held  In  Docket  Nos.  RP75-,  et  al., 
is  not  relevant  to  the  substance  of  the  In¬ 
stant  settlement. 

*  Chambersburg  and  other  customers  of 
TETCO  Who  have  a  total  MDQ  contractual 
entitlement  of  10,900dthB  or  less  per  Inte¬ 
grated  system,  and  which  do  not  obtiUn 
natural  gas  from  any  other  pipeline  suppliers 
In  the  Hune  service  area,  are  permitted  to 
take  up  to  their  full  MDQ  on  any  given  day. 


given  day  in  excess  of  its  curtailed  MDQ. 

We  are  pursuaded  by  the  arguments  of 
Chambersburg  and  Staff  that  Chambers¬ 
burg  and  other  similarly  situated  cus¬ 
tomers  should  not  be  penalized  by  the 
adoption  of  the  suggestions  made  by  New 
York  and  PGW.  First,  it  is  apparent  that 
Chambersburg  will  receive  reduced  DCA 
credits  on  any  day  during  which  it  has 
exceeded  its  curtailed  MDQ,  for  on  those 
days  the  difference  between  its  require¬ 
ments  and  its  actual  takes  will  be  re¬ 
duced.  New  York  and  PGW  would  im¬ 
pose,  in  effect,  a  double  penalty  upon 
small  customers  taking  advantage  of  the 
exemption  from  daily  curtailment  to 
which  they  are  entitled. 

Second,  under  the  New  York  proposal, 
no  weight  is  given  to  the  volumes  by 
which  Chambersburg  would  exceed  its 
curtailed  MDQ.  diambersburg’s  DCA 
credits  will  be  reduced  by  a  fraction  equal 
to  1  (no.  of  days  in  month)  for  each  day 
it  takes  volumes  above  its  curtailed  MDQ. 
In  theory,  if  Chambersburg  exceeds  its 
curtailed  MDQ  by  only  1  Mcf  on  each 
day  of  the  month,  it  will  receive  no  DCA 
credits  for  the  month.  We  see  no  justice 
in  such  a  result. 

Third,  New  York  ssiggests  in  its  argu¬ 
ment  that  C^hambersburg  and  other 
similarly  situated  customers  are  free  to 
serve  low  priority  end  uses  on  days  in 
which  they  exceed  thetr  curtailed  MDQs. 
Inasmuch  as  CTiamberahurg  must  live 
within  the  same  annual  curtailment  as 
the  large  TETCO  customers,  it  Is  not  free 
to  squander  its  peak  day  purchases  on 
low  priority  loads,  because  such  a  course 
would  leave  Chambersburg  without  suf¬ 
ficient  volumes  to  serve  high  priority 
loads  during  other  times  of  the  year.  For 
each  day  Chambersburg  exceeds  it  cur¬ 
tailed  MDQ  it  must  take  less  than  its 
curtailed  MDQ  on  another  day  or  on 
other  days  in  order  to  live  within  Its  an¬ 
nual  curtailment.  As  we  stated  in  our 
orders  of  November  2,  lf73  and  August 
30,  1974,  issued  in  Docket  Nos.  RP71-130, 
et  al.,  and  our  order  of  August  26,  1974 
in  Docket  No.  RP74-39-11,  TgTCO’s  ex¬ 
emption  of  small '  customers  from  daily 
curtailment  is  necessary  to  permit  the 
small  customers  to  serve  high  priority 
loads  on  peak  days. 

New  York  and  PGW  imply  that  imder 
the  proposed  setUemeni  Chambersburg 
will  be  receiving  some  benefits  not  avail¬ 
able  to  the  large  customers  which  are 
not  exempt  from  daily  curtailment.  We 
should  pctot  out  tiia*  when  AQEs  were 
adc^ted  by  TETCO  in  S^teniber  1972, 
CSiambersburg  and  other  small  custom¬ 
ers  who  historically  purchased  at  less 
than  a  100  percent  load  factor  gave  up  a 
portion  of  their  annual  contract  entitle¬ 
ments.  Large  customers  which  purchase 
at  a  100  percent  load  factor  gave  up  no 
portion  of  their  annual  contract  entitle¬ 
ments.  In  return  for  giving  up  a  part  of 
their  annual  contract  enMtlements,  the 
small  cxist(Hners  were  “rewarded"  with 
an  exemption  from  daily  ciutailment, 
necessary  to  protect  their  high  priority 
loads.  We  cannot  see  how  the  proposed 
settlement,  which  curtails  all  DCQ  cus¬ 
tomers  In  an  Identical  manner,  benefits 


Chambersburg,  or  prejudices  New  York 
and  PGW  in  such  a  way  as  to  warrant 
sul(H>tlon  of  the  New  York  and  PGW  pro¬ 
posals. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  The  pro¬ 
posed  settlement,  certified  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Presiding  Judge,  is  a  Just 
and  reasonable  resolution  to  the  contro¬ 
verted  Issues  raised  by  Chambersburg  in 
Docket  No.  RP74-34-11,  and  should  be 
approved. 

(2)  Waiver  of  our  Regulations  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  permit  the  settlement 
to  become  effective  is  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est. 

(3)  The  Issues  raised  in  Docket  No. 
RP74-39-1,  having  been  resolved  by  our 
approval  of  the  proposed  settlement. 
Docket  No.  RP74-39-il  should  be  ter¬ 
minated. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  pro¬ 
posed  settlement  in  Docket  Nos.  RP71- 
130,  et  al.,  is  hereby  approved. 

(B)  The  Commission,  pursuant  to  §  1.7 
(b)  of  our  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
waives  its  regulations,  including,  but  not 
limited  to  Part  154  thereof,  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  effectuate  all  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Stipulation  and  Agreement 
certified  to  us  on  March  26,  1975,  by  tlie 
Presidhig  Judge. 

(C)  Docket  No.  RP74-39-11  is  hereby 
terminated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-ie476  Piled  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  K-79291 

TOLEDO  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Conditionally  Approving  Settlement 
June  17,  1975. 

On  December  22,  1972,  Toledo  Edison 
Company  (“Toledo  Edison”)  filed  pro¬ 
posed  standard  rate  schedules  to  be  ef¬ 
fective  March  1,  1973,  replacing  existing 
individual  small  municipal  wholesale 
customers’  contracts  upon  their  expira¬ 
tion,  and  filed  proposed  large  municipal 
wholesale  rate  schedules  which  were  to 
become  applicable  to  all  such  customers 
on  March  1, 1973,  except  for  Bryan,  Ohio, 
whose  contract  expired  May  31,  1974. 
The  proposed  rate  schedules  would  have 
raised  Toledo  Edison’s  annual  revenues 
by  $494,747,  based  on  1971  data.  By  order 
issued  February  28,  1973,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  accepted  for  filing  the  small  munici¬ 
pal  rates  effective  March  1,  1973,  and 
suspended  the  large  municipsd  rates  un¬ 
til  August  1, 1973.  Toledo  Edison  filed  re¬ 
vised  fuel  a^ustment  clauses  on  April  30, 
1973,  for  both  large  and  small  mimiclpal 
service.  The  direct  evidence  of  Toledo 
Edismi,  Staff  and  two  intervenors  was 
marked  for  identification  at  a  prehearing 
conference  held  on  October  30,  1973.  On 
September  4,  1974,  the  Presiding  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  certified  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  pre^XMsed  settlement  agreement 
submitted  by  Toledo  Edison  and  Bryan 
and  Bowling  Green,  Ohio.  A  motion  was 
filed  by  Toledo  Edison,  Bryan  and  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green  on  September  9, 1974,  request- 
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ing  aco^tanoe  of  the  settlement  pro¬ 
posal  and  requesting  waiver  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  I  35.13  of  the  regulations  u^er 
the  Power  Act  requiring  supporting  data. 

The  settlement  proposal  incorporates 
new  tariff  sheets  reducing  the  requested 
increase  in  the  large  municipal  resale 
rate  anpual  revenues  to  approximately 
$140,000.  The  monthly  billing  demand 
ratchet  would  be  reduced  to  60  percent 
from  the  originally  proposed  75  percent, 
and  other  adjustments  would  be  made 
in  the  exceptions  to  the  monthly  billing 
demand  calculation  for  emergency  out¬ 
ages  and  maintenance.  As  such,  the  set¬ 
tlement  proposal  would  result  in  an  in¬ 
crease  in  Jurisdictional  revenues  $108,505 
greater  than  that  produced  in  Staff’s 
cost  of  service  study,  Schedule  2,  Exhibit 
S-5  for  identification,  using  a  7.75  per¬ 
cent  overall  rate  of  return  and  an  11.73 
percent  return  on  equity.  Under  the  set¬ 
tlement  agreement.  Toledo  Edison  would 
be  subject  to  a  Jurisdictional  rate  in¬ 
crease  moritorlum  imtil  September  1, 
1975. 

Staff  has  filed  the  only  comments 
against  the  settlement.  Staff  objects  to 
the  Inclusion  of  the  portion  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  $140,000  increase  in  annual  reve¬ 
nues  to  cover  spinning  reserve  capacity 
costs  and  to  the  fuel  adjustment  clause 
provisions  contained  in  the  proposed 
tariff. 

We  find  merit  in  Staff’s  objections,  and, 
therefore  we  will  accept  the  proposed 
settlement  subject  to  revision  of  the  pro- 
pcffied  tariff  eliminating  the  objectionable 
elements. 

The  putative  spinning  reserve  costs 
should  be  eliminated  from  the  general 
rate  for  two  reasons.  First,  it  appears 
that  only  Bryan  and  Napoleon,  Ohio, 
would  be  beneficiaries  of  the  spinning  re- 
serve^apacity  in  question.  Thus,  it  would 
be  unfair  to  the  other  non-benefitttng 
municipals  to  permit  such  costs  to  be 
rolled  into  the  cost  of  service  support¬ 
ing  tile  generally  applicable  rate  in¬ 
crease. 

Our  second  objection  to  the  purported 
spinning  reserve  costs  is  that  certain 
elements  of  the  two  reserve  cost  calcula¬ 
tions  presented  by  Toledo  Edison  are 
questionable.  Appendix  B  to  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  contains  a  calculation 
of  the  cost  of  the  monthly  average  re¬ 
serve  available  to  Bryan  and  Napoleon 
totalling  $68,567.  The  calculation  and 
the  allocation  of  the  cost  between  the 
two  mimlclpals  are  suspect.  The  calcu¬ 
lation  is  based  on  the  cost  of  five  peak¬ 
ing  turbines  for  which  no  support  has 
been  presented.  The  allocation  of  the 
purported  reserve  costs  to  Bryan  utilizes 
the  criterion  of  Bryan’s  maximum  gen¬ 
eration  capability  with  its  largest  gen¬ 
erating  unit  out  of  service.  No  Justifica¬ 
tion  for  the  use  of  this  criterion  is  appar¬ 
ent.  In  addition,  the  same  criterion  is 
inconsistently  not  used  to  allocate  costs 
to  Napoleon.  Without  explanation,  the 
reserve  cost  aUocation  to  Napoleon  also 
differs  from  that  for  Bryan  in  that  90 
percent  of  Napoleon’s  1972  transformer 
capacity  is  used  as  a  limiting  factor 
rather  than  Napoleon’s  total  energy  re¬ 
quirements. 


A  second  calculation  of  spinning  re¬ 
serve  costs  is  presented  in  an  attach¬ 
ment  to  the  joint  request  to  respond  to 
Staff’s  oomments  filed  by  Toledo  Edison. 
Bryan  and  Bowling  Oreen  on  Novem¬ 
ber  19, 1974.  This  second  calculation  pro¬ 
duces  a  total  reserve  cost  of  $70,630. 
Although  similar  assumptions  are  used 
for  both  Bryan  and  Napoleon,  two  new 
assumptions  are  employed:  a  spinning 
reserve  provided  by  Tol^o  Edison  to  the 
two  municipals  equal  to  $.5  percent  of 
their  generation  capacity  and  an  as¬ 
sumed  cost  of  $27.72  per  KW  per  year. 
There  is  no  explanation  for  the  deriva¬ 
tion  of  the  6.5  percent  or  the  $27.72  fig¬ 
ures. 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  we  find  the 
purported  spinning  reserve  costs  to  be 
inadequately  Justified  and  Inappropriate 
to  be  included  in  the  generally  applica¬ 
ble  municipal  rates.  In  the  event,  how¬ 
ever,  that  Bryan  and  Napoleon  agree  to 
separately  pay  the  purported  costs  under 
a  special  rate  schedule,  we  would  accept 
appropriately  revised  tariff  sheets  ex¬ 
cluding  the  piuported  $70,630  of  annual 
spinning  reserve  capacity  costs  from 
the  large  municipal  resale  rates. 

The  fuel  adjustment  clauses  contained 
in  the  proposed  tariff  sheets  were  not  in 
conformity  with  the  provisions  of  §  35.14 
of  the  regulations  under  the  Power  Act 
when  originally  filed.  Paragraphs  (4)  of 
the  Toledo  Edison’s  PPG  Electric  Tariff 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  6  and  First 
Revised  Sheet  No.  12  fail  to  reflect 
changes  in  the  fuel  cost  per  kilowatt 
hour  of  delivered  energy  cost  for  energry 
received  by  Toledo  EcUson  imder  firm 
purchase  contracts  entered  into  after 
April  30,  1973.  In  addition,  the  base  cost 
of  fuel  is  not  stated  in  cents  per  million 
B.t.u.  It  is  therefore  necessary  to  require 
revision  of  the  fuel  adjustment  clauses. 
But,  since  the  clauses  also  are  not  in  the 
form  required  by  the  presently  effective 
provisions  of  §  35.14  which  require  all 
non-conformli%  clauses  to  be  revised  on 
or  before  January  1,  1976,  it  is  appropri¬ 
ate  to  permit  a  choice  between  revising 
the  clauses  to  conform  to  the  former  or 
present  provisions  of  S  35.14.  Unless  con¬ 
formed  to  the  present  provisions  of 
§  35.14,  however,  the  revised  clauses  will, 
nevertheless,  have  to  be  appropriately 
amended  by  January  1, 1976. 

The  record  does  not  disclose  whether 
Toledo  Edison  has,  in  fact,  entered  into 
any  firm  energy  purchase  contracts  on 
or  after  April  30,  1973,  upon  which  base 
fuel  cost  adjustments  have  been  predi¬ 
cated.  In  order  to  review  the  appropri¬ 
ateness  of  any  such  adjustment,  Toledo 
Edison  shall  be  required  to  treat  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  any  such  adjustment  as 
a  rate  change. 

The  Commission  finds.  ’The  settlement 
of  this  proceeding  on  the  basis  of  the 
settlement  proposal  certified  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  September  4,  1974,  appropri¬ 
ately  modified  as  conditioned  below,  is 
reasonable  and  proper  and  in  the  public 
interest  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  and  such  agree¬ 
ment  should  be  approved  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders. •(.K)  The  set¬ 
tlement  certified  to  the  Commission  on 


September  4,  1974,  is  approved,  and  the 
large  munlolpal  resale  service  tariff,  ap¬ 
propriately  revised  as  provided  herein¬ 
after.  is  assigned  an  effective  date  of  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1973,  provided,  however,  that  the 
following  conditions  are  satisfied: 

(1)  The  proposed  large  mimicipal  re¬ 
sale  service  tariff  rates  shall  be  revised 
to  exclude  costs  of  $70,636  for  providing 
spinning  reserves  for  the  benefit  of  Bryan 
and  Napoleon;  and 

(2)  Bryan  and  Napoleon  shall  agree 
that  they  alone  will  pay  the  total  cost  of 
spinning  reserve  seirlce;  and 

(3)  Toledo  Edison  shaU  revise  its  large 
municipal  resale  service  tariff  to  set 
forth  a  separate  spinning  reserve  service 
rate  schedule  permitting  recovery  of  the 
costs  excluded  by  paragraph  (A)(1). 
above;  and 

(4)  The  fuel  adjustment  clauses  con¬ 
tained  in  paragraphs  (4)  of  Toledo  Edi¬ 
son’s  FPC  Electric  ’Tariff  Second  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  6  and  First  Revised  Sheet 
No.  12  shall  be  revised  to  conform  to 
either  the  presently  effective  provisions 
of  S  35.14  or  those  in  effect  on  April  30. 
1973;  provided,  however,  that  the  fore¬ 
going  shall  not  relieve  Toledo  Edison  of 
the  obligation  imposed  by  the  presently 
effective  provisions  of  S  35.14(a)  (8) ;  and 

(5)  Toledo  Edison  shall  file  in  the 
form  of  a  rate  change  any  adjustment 
in  the  base  fuel  cost  resulting  from  firm 
energy  purchase  contracts  entered  into 
after  April  30,  1973. 

(B)  The  effective  dates  of  appropriate¬ 
ly  revised  small  and  large  municipal  re¬ 
sale  service  tariff  fuel  adjustment  clauses 
shall  be,  respectively,  March  1, 1973,  and 
August  1. 1973. 

(C)  Toledo  Edison  shall  file  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  issuance  of  this 
order  a  statement  indicating  whether  it 
will  comply  with  the  foregoing  accept¬ 
ance  conditions. 

(D)  In  the  event  that  Toledo  Edison 
makes  an  afBrmative  response  to  para¬ 
graph  (C).  above,  Toledo  Edison  shall 
file  with  the  Commission  revised  tariff 
sheets  in  conformity  with  the  terms  of 
the  settlement  agreement  herein  condi¬ 
tionally  approved  within  45  days  from 
the  date  of  this  order. 

(E)  Within  30  days  of  the  filing  of  the 
revised  tariff  sheets  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (D),  above,  Toledo  Edison  shall 
refimd  to  its  customers  the  difference 
between  the  amounts  collected  under  the 
rates  currently  in  effect  from  their  effec¬ 
tive  date  and  the  amount  which  would 
have  been  collected  imder  the  proposed 
settlement  rates  as  conditionally  ac¬ 
cepted  herein,  with  interest  at  7  percent 
per  annum. 

(F)  Toledo  Edison  shall  file  with  the 
Commission,  concurrently  with  the  re¬ 
funds  ordered  in  Paragraph  (E),  above, 
a  schedule  of  such  refunds. 

(Q)  ’This  order  is  without  prejudice 
to  any  findings  or  orders  which  have  been 
or  will  be  made  by  the  Commission  and 
is  without  prejudice  to  any  claims  or  con¬ 
tentions  which  may  be  made  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  its  Staff,  Toledo  Edison,  or  any 
party  or  person  affected  by  this  order  in 
any  proceeding  now  pending  or  herein- 
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after  Instituted  by  or  against  Toledo  Edi¬ 
son  or  any  other  person  or  party. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fsdeiui. 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.75-16402  Piled  6-24-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  E-9496J 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Tariff  and  Rate  Schedule  Changes 

June  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  Union  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (Union)  on  Jime  13,  1975  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  PTC 
Electric  Service  Tariffs  Nos.  W-2,  47  and 
49.  Union  states  that  the  proposed 
changes  would  increase  revenues  from 
Jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by  $15,- 
953,000  based  on  the  twelve-month  period 
ending  May  31,  1976.  Union  also  states 
that  the  proposed  filings  also  modify  Its 
existing  fud  cost  adjustment  clauses  in 
the  above  tariffs  to  conform  to  Section 
35.14  of  the  Commission’s  regulations. 

Union  Electric’s  proposed  increase  in 
rates  is  due  to  the  increased  costs  of  con¬ 
struction,  capital,  wages,  property  and 
payroll  taxes  and  other  similar  increases 
in  costs,  and  the  Company  contends  that 
the  rate  increases  are  necessary  in  order 
to  provide  a  fair  return  to  the  Company 
and  its  investors  and  at  the  same  time 
generate  sufficient  cash  to  insure  the 
Company’s  ability  to  continue  to  provide 
service. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  up<Hi 
the  public  utility’s  jurisdictional  custom¬ 
ers  and  the  Missouri  Ihiblic  Service  Com¬ 
mission  and  Iowa  State  Commerce  (Tom- 
mission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  api^cation  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  825  North 
Capitol  Street.  NE,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  in  accordance  with  §  S  1.6 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10) .  All  such  petitions  or  protest  should 
be  filed  on  or  before  July  2,  1975.  Pro¬ 
tests  will  be  considered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  In  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commissi(Hi  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-16477  PUed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  Cl-7193,  etc.] 

UNION  OIL  CO.  OF  CALIFORNIA  ET  AL 

Applications  for  Certificates,  AbaiKlonment 

of  Service  and  Petitions  To  Amend  Cer¬ 
tificates* 

June  17, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 


tion  or  petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  NatiUBl  Oas  Act  for  authorization  to 
sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
or  to  abandon  service  as  described  herein, 
all  as  more  fully  described  in  the  respec¬ 
tive  applications  and  amendments  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  July  11. 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requlremente  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 


1  This  notice  does  not  provide  lor  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  cov¬ 
ered  herein. 


must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Conunission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Clas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all  ap¬ 
plications  in  which  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  or  the  authorization 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  reqxiired,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 
and  date  filed 


Applicant 


G-7193 .  Union  Oil  Co.  •(  CaUfomia,  P.O. 

D  5-27-78  Box  7600,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90051. 

0-7400 . Amoco  ProducUoa  Co.,  P.O.  Box 

C  6-80-76  1002,  Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

G-7970 . .  Amoco  Production  Co.  (Operator) 

C  1-90-76  et  al..  Security  Life  Bldg.,  Denver, 
Colo.  60202. 

CI61-187.. . Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Oreenway  Plaza 

D  0-^76  East,  Bufte  800,  Houston,  Tex. 

77046. 

CKl-OOS . —  Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (0|i«rat<>r)  cl  al _ 

tcsn-fiie) 

CF  6-6-76 

CNS-lJt.- . AtlanHc  RieMeld  Co..  P.O.  Box 

C  4-10-76  2819  Dallas,  Ttc.  76*11. 

OM6-906 . Contiasnta]  Ofi  Oe.,  P.O.  Box  2197, 

C  6-a-n  Houetoa,  Tax.  WW. 

Ca66-n77 . Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  3  Oreenway  Plaza 

D  8-3-76  East,  Suite  808,  Bouston,  Tex. 

77046. 


CI73-842 . do . 

D  6-2-76 

CI76-712 . The  Superior  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box 

A  6-21-76  1621,  Houston,  Tax.  77001. 

CI76-721  Boy  Furr  (Operator)  et  al.,  P.O. 

(CI06-1S40)  Box  1660,  Lubbock,  Tex.  79406. 

B  6-29-76 

0176-722 . Pioneer  Production  Corp.,  P.O. 

A  6-80-76  Box  2642,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79106. 

CI76-73I . Amoco  Production  Co.  (sneeessor 

(0-17871)  to  Atlantic  Ktcbfietd  Co.),  Secu- 
F  0-2-76  rity  Life  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 

80208. 

C176-72t. . .  Exchange  Oil  &  Oas  Corp.,  16th 

A  6-3-76  Floor,  1010  Common  St.,  New 

Orleans,  !«.  70112. 

CI76-728 . Belco  Petroleum  Corp.,  2500  First 

A  6-3-76  City  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Hous¬ 

ton,  Tex.  77002. 

0176-736. . Amoco  Production  Co.,  Security 

<CI61-lia6)  Life  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

B  6-6-76 

Cn6-727 . do . 

A  6-6-76 

CI76-728 . Dwvhcster  Exploration,  Inc.,  1204 

A  6^75  Vaughn  Bldg.,  Midland,  Tex. 

79701.  ' 


Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment.’ 

C — Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D — Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 

E — Successian. 

F— Partial  succeation. 

Bee  loutDotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Purchaser  and  location 

Price  per  Mcf 

Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

Mobil  Oil  Ckwp..  West  Oueydan 

Depleted  . 

Field,  Vermillion  Parish,  La. 
Northern  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Drink- 

>68.3383 

14.06 

ard  Fields  Lea  County,  N.  Mex. 

•51.0 

14. 73 

Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 

Uneconomical  . 

Camrifk  Field,  Texas  and  Beaver 
Counties,  Okie. 

.  Arkansas  LouMana  Gas  Co.,  Los- 
sater  Field,  Mastoa  County,  Tex. 

•12.62 

14.65 

•20.1 

14.66 

•19.1 

M.6n 

P.anhandle  Eastern  Pipe  liae  Co., 

•61.0 

14.73 

Northeast  Wayneka  Field,  Woods 
County,  Okie. 

Bi  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Blanso 

•31.66166 

15. 025 

FieM,  Saa  Juan  County,  N.  Max. 
Texas  Eastsm  TranaDlssioa  Corp., 
Midn  Pass  Blosk  6  Field,  Federal 

Lease  relsased  . 

pursuant  to 

offshore  Lontstana. 

the  terms  of 

,  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.,  Papoose 

tbseon- 

traot. 

C) 

Canyon  Fluid,  Doleres  County, 
Colo. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pips  Line  Co., 

>61.0 

14.73 

Wesi  Cameron  Block  71  Field, 
offshore  Louisiana. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 

Depleted  . 

Bcainard  No.  1  Well,  Hutchteoo 
and  Roberts  Counties,  Tex. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Lo 

•  •80.0 

14.73 

Huerte  FlMd,  Eddy  County, 
N.  Mex. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Moeane- 
Laveme  Field,  Beaver  County, 

•19.7925 

14.65 

>•37.4387 

14.66 

Okie. 

Texas  Oas  Transmission  Corp., 

»  87.7840 

16.025 

Bsyon  Piquant  Field,  Terre¬ 
bonne  Parish^LsL 

Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline  Co.,  s  dlvt- 

>•21.6 

16.025 

sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  Big  Mouth 

U4A526 

15.025 

Bayou  Field,  Cruneron  Parish, 
La. 

Colorado  Interstate  Oas  Co.,  a  divi- 

Wells  plugged  . 

sion  of  Colorado  Interstate  Corp., 

and  absin- 

Southwest  Camp  Creek  Field, 
Beaver  County,  Okie. 

.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 

doned. 

>•60.378 

14.73 

West  Vlcl  Field,  ElUs  County, 
Okie. 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Oakes 

u  60. 3712 

16.025 

Field,  Claibome  Parish,  La. 

>•61.4167 

16.026 

NOTICES 
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i  Inclad«8  8454/11  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

*  Rate  for  sales  from  Mar.  1, 1976,  until  June  4, 1976;  including  tax  reimbursement. 

<  Rate  for  gathered  gas  for  sales  on  and  after  June  6,  1976. 

*  Rate  for  ungathered  gas  for  sales  on  and  after  June  6,  1976. 

'  Includes  34^1/M  ft'  tax  relmburaement  and  is  subject  to  upward  and  downward  British  thermal  unR  adjustmenb 

’  NonprodnctiTS  acreage  assigned  to  Mesa  Petroleum  Co.  and  Atom,  Inc.,  small  producers. 

'  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  oertl&cate  in  accordance  with  section  2.6te  of  the  commission’s  general  policy  and 
interpretations. 

'  Rate  for  sales  from  time  of  assignment  to  July  1,  1976. 

■*  Rate  for  sales  on  and  after  Jan.  1,  1976;  includes  0.4337/M  R*  tax  reimbursement  for  processed  gas  and  is  subject 
to  upward  and  downward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment  for  by-pass  gas. 

'■  Includes  7/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement  and  4.28^  M  ft'  upward  British  thermal  unR  adjustment. 

f  Rate  for  sales  prior  to  July  31,  1974. 

"  Rate  for  sales  on  and  after  July  31, 1974;  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  certificate  at  the  Southern  Louisiana  area 
rate  of  20/M  ft'  until  Sept.  30, 1974,  and  27/AI  R'  thereafter. 

u  Includes  3.889/M  ff  tax  reimbursement  and  6.489/M  ft'  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustm«it. 

u  Rate  for  sales  from  July  22,  1974  to  Dec.  31,  1974;  includes  1.36/M  ff  upwt^  Briti^  thermal  unit  adjustment, 
T/M  ff  tax  reimbursement  and  1.02/M  R'  gathering  allowance. 

u  Rate  for  sales  on  and  after  Jan.  1, 1976;  includes  1.S766/M  ft'  upward  British  thermal  unR  adjustment,  7/M  R*  tax 
reimbursement  and  1.02/M  R'  gathering  allowance. 

[FB  DOC.7S-16403  Filed  6-24-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP75-15] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Initiating  Review  of  Initial  Decision 
Juki  18,  1975. 

On  May  12,  1975,  Presiding  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  Benkin  issued  an  ini¬ 
tial  decision  in  the  above-designated 
matter.  Briefs  on  exceptions  to  the  initial 
decision  were  due  to  be  filed  on  June  11, 
1975.  On  June  12,  1975,  the  Staff  filed  a 
brief  on  exceptions. 

Inasmuch  as  no  exceptions  to  the  ini¬ 
tial  decision  were  timely  filed,  absent  this 
order  the  initial  decision  would  become 
final  on  June  21,  1975,  l.e.,  within  ten 
days  from  the  time  for  filing  exceptions. 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  §  1.30(d)  (2)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  the  Commission  herein  ini¬ 
tiates  review  of  the  initial  decision  of 
May  12,  1975,  provides  for  the  filing  of 
briefs  opposi^  exceptions  on  or  before 
July  2, 1975,  and  fur^er  orders  that  said 
initial  decision  is  stayed  pending  a  final 
decision  by  the  Commission  in  this  jm’o- 
ceedlng. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Mart  B.  Kmo, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-16478  FUed  8-34-75:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-9492] 

UTAH  POWER  &  UGHT  CO. 

Filing  of  Exchange  and  Transfer  Agreement 
June  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12,  1975, 
Utah  Power  k  Light  Company  (Com¬ 
pany)  tendered  for  filing  an  Exchange 
and  Transfer  Agreement  between  the 
Company  and  the  Bonneville  Power  Ad¬ 
ministration  (Administrator) .  The 
agreement  is  dated  April  3,  1973.  The 
Company  requests  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  notice  requirements  so  that  the 
effective  date  for  the  filing  be  established 
as  the  last  day  of  the  billing  period  con¬ 
taining  the  April  3,  1975  date  of  execu¬ 
tion.  ’The  agreement  supercedes  Com¬ 
pany  Rate  Schedules  FPC  Nos.  97  and 
100. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 


accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
on  or  before  July  10,  1975.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
jjerson  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  76-16478  Filed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  &-9493] 

WISCONSIN  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  Wholesale  Power  Agreement 
Juke  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12,  1975, 
Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Company 
(WPL)  tendered  for  filing  a  Wholesale 
Power  Agreement  dated  May  28,  1975, 
between  Waushara  Electric  Cooperative 
and  Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany.  WPL  states  that  this  contract  will 
supersede  an  existing  contract  for  whole¬ 
sale  electric  service  dated  May  12,  1967. 

WPL  states  that  a  copy  of  the  Whole¬ 
sale  Power  Agreement  and  the  filing  have 
been  provided  to  Waushara  Electric  Co¬ 
operative. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  SS  1*8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  2,  1975.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  persons 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-16480  Filed  8-24-75; 8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

IMPORTATION  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Application 

Pursuant  to  section  1008  of  the  Con¬ 
trolled  Substance  Import  and  Export 
Act  (21  U.S.C.  958(h)),  the  Attorney 
General  shall,  prior  to  issuing  a  registra¬ 
tion  under  this  section  to  a  bulk  manu¬ 
facturer  of  a  controlled  substance  in 
schedules  I  or  II,  and  prior  to  issuing  a 
regulation  under  section  1002(a)  author¬ 
izing  the  importation  of  such  a  sub¬ 
stance,  provide  manufacturers  holding 
registrations  ^or  the  bulk  manufacture 
of  the  substance  an  opportunity  for  a 
hearing. 

’Therefore  in  accordance  with  S  1311.42 
of  ’Title  21,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  15, 
1975,  Applied  Science  Laboratories,  Inc., 
139  North  Gill  Street,  Box  440,  State  Col¬ 
lege,  Pennsylvania  16801,  made  applica¬ 
tion  to  the  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  be  registered  as  an  importer 
of  the  basic  class  of  controlled  substances 
listed  below : 

Drug:  Schedule 

Piminodlne _ II 

3.4-methylenedloxy  amphetamine -  I 

Diethyl  tryptamlne _ I 

Bufotenine _  I 

Dlinethyltryptamlne  _  I 

Any  interested  party,  entitled  to  a 
hearing  may,  on  or  before  July  29,  1975, 
file  written  comments  on  or  objections  to 
the  issuance  of  the  proposed  registration 
and  may,  at  the  same  time,  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  a  hearing  on  the  appli¬ 
cation  (stating  with  particularity  the  ob¬ 
jections  or  issues,  if  any,  concerning 
which  the  person  desires  to  be  heard  and 
a  brief  summary  o'f  his  position  on  those 
objections  or  issues). 

Comments  and  objections  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Office  of 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration,  Room  1130, 
1405  Eye  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20537. 

Dated:  June  16,  1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 
(FR  Doc.76-16558  Filed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


IMPORTATION  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Application 

Pursuant  to  section  1008  of  the  Con¬ 
trolled  Substance  Import  and  Export  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  958(h)),  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  shall,  prior  to  issuing  a  registration 
under  this  section  to  a  bulk  manufac¬ 
turer  of  a  controlled  substance  in  sched¬ 
ule  I  or  n,  and  prior  to  issuing  a  reg¬ 
ulation  under  section  1002(a)  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  importatitm  of  such  a  substance, 
provide  manufacturers  holding  registra¬ 
tions  for  the  bulk  manufacture  of  the 
substance  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 
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Therefore  in  accordance  with  S  1311.42 
of  Title  21,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  following 
importers  made  application  to  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  to  be  reg¬ 
istered  as  importers  of  the  basic  class  of 
controlled  substances  listed  below: 

Zenith  Laboratories,  140  Le  Grand 
Avenue,  Northvale,  New  Jersey  07647 


(April  30.  1975) : 

Drug ;  Schedule 

Amphetamine  _  II 

Methamphetamine _  II 

Pbenmetrazlne  _  II 

Methaqualone  _  II 


Arnar-Stpne  Laboratories,  Incr,  601  E.  Kens¬ 
ington  Road,  Mount  Prospect,  Illinois  60056 
(May  21,  1976)  : 


Drug ;  Schedule 

Pentobarbital _  II 

Methaqualone _  II 

CTodeine _  II 


Any  interested  party,  entitled  to  a 
hearing  may,  on  or  before  July  31,  1975, 
file  written  comments  on  or  objections  to 
the  issuance  of  the  proposed  registration 
and  may,  at  the  same  time,  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  a  hearing  on  the  appli¬ 
cation  (stating  with  particularity  the 
objections  or  issues,  if  any,  concerning 
which  the  person  desires  to  be  heard  and 
a  brief  summary  of  his  position  on  those 
objections  or  issues) . 

Comments  and  objections  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Office  of 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administrati()n,  Room  1130,  1405 
Eye  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537. 

Dated  June  18,  1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.75-16569  Piled  6-24-76; 8: 45  am] 


IMPORTERS  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Registration 

By  Notice  dated  April  8. 1975,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
17,  1975;  (40  FR  17174)  the  following 
Importers  made  application  to  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  to  be  reg¬ 
istered  as  importers  of  the  basic  class  of 
controlled  substances  listed  below: 

Abbott  Laboratories,  14tb  &  Sheridan  Road, 
North  Chicago,  Illinois  60064  (Afarch  26, 
1975: 

Drug :  Schedule 

Codeine _  n 

Biirroughs  Wellcome  Co.,  Intersection  U.S. 
13  tc  SJt.  1584,  Post  Office  Box  1887,  Green- 
irille.  North  Carolina  27834  (January  27, 
1976) : 

Drug:  Schedule 

Codeine _  II 

No  comments  or  objections  having 
been  received,  and,  pursuant  to  SectloQ 
1008  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Centred  Act  of  1970,  and 


in  accordance  with  21  CFR  1311.42.  the 
above  firms  are  granted  registration  as 
Importers  of  the  basic  class  of  controlled 
substances  listed  for  each  firm. 

Dated:  June  16, 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

(PR  Doc.75-16560  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


IMPORTERS  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 


April  1,  1975;  (40  FR  14607-08)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  importers  made  application  to  the 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration  to  be 
registered  as  importers  of  the  basic  class 
of  controlled  substances  listed  below: 

Sandoz,  Inc.,  Sandoz  Pharmaceuticals,  59 
Route  10,  East  Hanover,  New  Jersey  07936 
(December  13, 1974) : 

Drug:  Schedule 

Codeine  _  II 

National  Pharmaceutical  Manulacturing 
Co.  Inc.,  4128  Hayward  Avenue,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21215  (February  10,  1975) : 

Drug:  Schedule 

Hydrocodone  _  II 

Codeine  _  II 

Opium  Extracts _  II 

Smith,  Kline  &  French  Laboratories,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Smith,  Kline  Corporation,  1500 
Spring  Garden  Street,  Philadelphia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  19101  (February  21,  1976) : 

Drug:  Schedule 

Amobarbital _  11 

No  comments  or  objections  having 
been  received,  and,  pursuant  to  Section 
1008  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970,  and 
in  accordance  with  21  CFR  1311.42,  the 
above  firms  are  granted  registration  as 
importers  of  the  basic  class  of  controlled 
substances  listed  for  each  firm. 

Dated:  June  16. 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 
(PR  Doc.75-16661  PUed  6-24-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  74-22] 

NORMAN  BRIDGE  DRUG  CO., 
MONTGOMERY,  ALABAMA 

Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1974,  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Department  of  Justice,  is¬ 
sued  to  Norman  Bridge  Drug  Company, 
Montgomery,  Alabama,  an  Order  to  Show 
CTause  as  to  why  an  application  executed 
September  25,  1974,  for  renewal  of  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration  registration 
AN0482769  should  not  be  denied.  Also  on 
November  4,  1974,  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Department  of  Justice, 
Issued  to  Norman  Bridge  Drug  Company 
an  order  to  show  cause  as  to  why  Regis- 
trati<»i  Number  AN0482769  previously  is¬ 
sued  to  the  Respondent  should  not  be 
revcAed. 


Thirty  days  having  lapsed  since  said 
Orders  to  Show  Cause  were  received  by 
the  Respondent  and  written  request  for  a 
hearing  having  been  filed  with  the  Drug 
Enforcement  Administration,  a  hearing 
in  this  matter  was  scheduled  for  May  8, 
1975,  in  Montgomery,  Alabama. 

Pursuant  to  an  agreement  of  both  par¬ 
ties  in  this  matter  the  hearing  scheduled 
for  May  8, 1975,  was  cancelled  and  Notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  hearing  in  this 
matter  will  commence  at  10  a.m.,  on  July 
15,  1975  in  the  U.S.  Magistrate’s  Hearing 
Room,  2nd  Floor,  U.S.  Courthouse,  Lee  & 
Church  Streets,  Montgomery,  Alabama. 

Dated:  June  17,  1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.75-16562  Piled  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(NM  25904] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

June  17,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C,  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  a  buried  imderground  cable 
to  an  existing  cathodic  protection  station 
right-of-way  across  the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  26  N..  R.  9  W. 

Sec.  5,  NE^SEV4. 

This  cable  is  necessary  to  the  oiieration 
of  its  natural  gas  pipelines.  It  will  cross 
.116  miles  of  national  resource  land  in 
San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  imder  what  terms  and  conditions.- 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  Edstrlct  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc.75-16483  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


(NM  25901  and  25913] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

June  17,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  EH  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  two  4  Yt  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  rights-of-way  across  the  following 
lands: 


Amobarbital _  II 

Secobarbital  _  H 

Pentobarbital _  II 

Codeine _  H 

Metbylphenldate _  n 


Registration 

By  Notice  dated  March  26.  1975,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
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New  MBZIOO  PUNCIPAl.  Membiah, 

New  Mexico 

T.  29  N.,  B.  8  W. 

Sec.  26.  SWV4SWI^. 

T.  31  N..R.9  W. 

Sec.  83.  lots  3  and  4. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .369  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  In  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  Inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  imder  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 

Minerals  Operations. 

[FB  Doc.76-16484  Filed  6-24-76:8:46  am] 


(NM  26898,  26899,  25900,  26902,  25903,  25905, 
25906,  25907,  25906,  26911,  25912,  25914 
and  25915] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

June  18,  1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.8.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  four  cathodic  protection  sta¬ 
tions  and  nine  4^  inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  rights-of-way  across  the  following 
lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  28  N.,  B.  7  W, 

Sec.  9,  lot  4; 

Sec.  81,  lot  6. 

T.  81  N..  B.  8  W.. 

Sec.  28.  SW%NW]4: 

Sec.  29,  S^NWV4  and  NW^SW^; 

Sec.  81,E^8B%  andSW^SS^; 

Sec.  33,  8>4SBV4> 

T.  25  N.,  B.  9  W.. 

Sec.  1.106t4andSWV4NWl^. 

T.  26  N..  B.  10  W.. 

Sec.  12.SW%SEV4. 

T.  2UN..  B.  10  W., 

Sec.  31.1ot2,NV^NEV4  and  E^NW^. 

T.  80  N.,  B.  10  W., 

Sec.  26,  lota  2, 3,  7  and  8. 

T.  81  N.,  B.  10  W., 

Sec.  17.  loU  8,  6.  6  and  7. 

T.  26  N..  B.  11  W., 

Sec.  1,  lot  4; 

Sec.  26,  W»^NE^^  S^^NW^^  and  NViSWi4. 
T.  27  N.,  B.  11  W., 

Sec.  86.  SW%SW%.  - 

.  These  cathodic  protection  stations  and 
the  pipelines  will  be  used  to  convey  nat¬ 
ural  gas  across  4.366  miles  of  national 
resources  lands  in  Rio  Arriba  and  San 
Juan  Counties.  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  Dtetrlct  Man¬ 


ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albuquerque, 
NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 
(FB  Doc.76-16845  FUed  6-24-76:8:46  am] 


[NM  25909  and  25910] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

June  17, 1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UJS.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  two  4  Inch  natural  gas  pipe¬ 
line  rlghts-of-way  across  the  following 
land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 


T.  27  N.,  B.  7  W., 

Sec.  7,  lot  4: 

Sec.20,  wyJSW^^. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .272  mile  of  national  resource 
land  In  Rio  Arriba  Coimty,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  Inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
If  so,  imder  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
3550  Pan  American  Freeway,  NE,  Albu¬ 
querque,  NM  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FB  Doc.76-16486  Filed  6-24-76:8:45  sm] 


(Wyoming  47476] 

WYOMING 

Designation  of  Scab  Creek  Primitive  Area 
June  17, 1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  In  43  CFR 
Part  2070  and  Subpart  6221  and  authori¬ 
zation  from  the  Director  dated  August  6, 
1974, 1  hereby  designate  the  following  na¬ 
tional  resource  lands  as  the  Scab  Creek 
Primitive  Area: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wtoming 

T.  32  N.,  B.  106  W., 

Sec.  4: 

Sec.  6: 

Sec.  6; 

Sec.  7,  lots  3  to  8  Inclusive,  NE^NE*^,  and 
NE^4NW]4; 

Sec.  8,  lots  1  and  2; 

Sec.0.NE%. 

T.  88  N.,  B.  106  W, 

Sec.  17;  - 

Sec.  20; 

Sec.  21;  Si^; 

Soc  20* 

Sec.  29.  8E^.  NW^6W)4,  and 

EV4SW%; 

Sec.  32,  lots  3,  8,  and  4,  NE^i.  and  N>4SE%: 
Sec.  33. 


T.  32  N..  B.  107  W., 

Sec.  1,  lots  1,  6,  6,  and  7,  and  SW^SE<^; 

Sec.  12,  lots  1  and  2,  and  W^^NE^. 

The  area  described  aggregates  about 
6,680  acres,  of  which  all  are  national 
resource  lands. 

The  Scab  Creek  Primitive  Area  is  a 
“Class  V — ^Primitive  Area”  under  the 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation  system  of 
classification. 

Daniel  P.  Baker, 

State  Director. 

(FB  Doc.75-16487  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


(Wyoming  071679] 

WYOMING 

Application 

June  18,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185), 
'  Moimtain  Fuel  Supply  Company  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  a  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of- 
way  across  the  following  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  13  N.,  B.  100  W., 

Secs.  13,  14,  15,  19,  20,  21,  and  30. 

T.  13  N.,  B.  101  W., 

Secs.  25,  34,  and  35. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
from  the  Pioneer  Field  in  sec.  13,  T.  13 
N.,  R.  100  W.  to  an  existing  pipeline  in 
sec.  34,  T.  13  N.,  R.  101  W. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  send  their  name  and 
address  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Rock  Springs,  WY  82901. 

Philip  C.  Hamilton, 

■  Chief.  Branch  of  Lands 

and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FB  Doc.76-16541  FUed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

COMPLETION  OF  LYMAN  PROJECT, 
WYOMING 

Public  Hearing  on  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  covering  completion  of  the  author¬ 
ized  Lyman  Project  in  southwestern 
Wyoming.  This  statement  (INT  DES  75- 
34)  is  dated  May  28,  1975,  and  was  made 
available  to  the  public  on  June  9,  1975. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
deals  with  the  construction  of  an  earth - 
fill  dam  on  the  Smiths  Fork  drainage  as 
a  second  stage  to  regulatory  storage  al¬ 
ready  provided  on  Blacks  Fork  by  Meeks 
Cabin  Reservoir.  Alternative  damsites 
are  located  In  Summit  County,  Utah, 
and  Uinta  County,  Wyoming.  The  im¬ 
pounded  reservoir  would  provide  supple¬ 
mental  water  for  10,000  acres  of  Irrigated 
land  and  an  additional  mimlclpal  supply 
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for  Bridger  Valley  communities.  It  would 
also  provide  fish  and  wildlife  and  rec¬ 
reation  benefits. 

A  public  hearing  will  be  held  in  Moun¬ 
tain  View,  Wyoming,  to  receive  comments 
relating  to  the  draft  environmental 
statement.  It  will  be  held  in  the  audi¬ 
torium  of  the  Mountain  View  High 
School  at  Mountain  View,  Wyoming,  be¬ 
ginning  at  2  p.m.,  July  23,  1975.  The 
hearing  will  continue  until  all  applicants 
have  been  heard. 

The  draft  environmental  statement  is 
available  for  public  review  at  the  Re¬ 
gional  Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Room  7223,  Federal  Building,  125 
South  State  Street  (P.O.  Box  11568), 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111,  or  at  the 
Bureau’s  field  oflBce  at  the  Government 
Camp  on  the  western  edge  of  Mountain 
View,  Wyoming.  Individual  copies  of  the 
statement  may  be  obtained  without 
charge  by  writing  to  the  Regional  Direc¬ 
tor,  Salt  Lake  City.  Copies  of  the  state¬ 
ment  are  also  available  at  the  Uinta 
County  Public  Library,  Evanston,  Wyo¬ 
ming;  the  Sweetwater  County  Library, 
Green  River,  Wyoming:  and  the  Western 
Wyoming  College  Library,  Rock  Springs. 
Wyoming. 

Individual  oral  statements  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  limited  to  10  minutes.  Any  per¬ 
son  desiring  additional  time  must  secure 
prior  approval.  An  oral  statement  may 
be  supplemented  by  a  written  statement 
which  may  be  submitted  to  the  hearing 
officer  at  the  time  of  presentation  of  the 
oral  statement  or  mailed  to  the  Regional 
Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  in 
Salt  Lake  City.  Each  organization  wish¬ 
ing  to  present  oral  testimony  will  be 
limited  to  One  individual  unless  prior 
approval  is  obtained.  Approval  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  or  witnesses  must  be  obtained 
from  the  Regional  Director.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  time  is  available  after  presenta¬ 
tion  of  oral  statements  by  those  who  have 
given  advance  notice,  the  hearing  officer 
will  give  others  present  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard. 

Organizations  or  individuals  desiring 
to  present  statements  at  the  hearing 
should  contact  Regional  Director  David 
L.  Crandall,  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Room  7201,  125  South  State  Street,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84111  (telephone  801- 
524-5592),  prior  to  4:30  p.m.,  July  18, 
1975.  Speakers  will  be  scheduled  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  time  mentioned  in  their  letter 
or  telephone  request  whenever  possible. 
Any  scheduled  sp>eaker  not  present  when 
called  will  lose  the  privilege  in  his  sched¬ 
uled  order  and  his  name  will  be  recalled 
at  the  end  of  the  scheduled  speakers. 
Written  comments  from  those  imable  to 
attend  the  hearing  or  those  wishing  to 
supplement  their  oral  presentation  at  the 
hearing  may  be  submitted  to  the  Region¬ 
al  Director  until  August  I,  1975,  for  in¬ 
clusion  in  the  hearing  record. 

Dated:  June  19,  1975. 

Jakes  J.  O’Brien, 
Acting  Commissioner 
of  Reclamation. 

[FB  Doc.75-16531  FUed  6-34-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

SOUTH  FORK  PAYETTE  RIVER 
PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  the  South  Fork 
Payette  River  Planning  Unit,  Boise  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Idaho.  The  Forest  Service 
report  number  is  USDA-FS-FES  (Adm) 
R4-75-12. 

The  environmental  statement  identi¬ 
fies  and  evaluates  the  probable  effects 
of  the  land  use  plan  for  the  South  Fork 
Payette  River  Planning  Unit  on  the  Boise 
National  Forest  in  south-central  Idaho, 
The  purpose  of  the  plan  is  to  allocate  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  lands  within  the  unit  to 
specific  resource  uses  and  activities:  es¬ 
tablish  management  objectives:  docu¬ 
ment  management  direction,  decisions, 
and  necessary  coordination  between  re¬ 
source  uses  and  activities:  and  provide 
for  the  protection,  use,  and  development 
of  the  various  resources  within  the  plan¬ 
ning  unit.  The  plan  provides  for  minimi¬ 
zation  of  adverse  effects.  Minor  adverse 
effects  from  some  development  activities 
will  be  temporary  stream  sedimentation 
and  short  periods  of  air  pollution.  Major 
resource  activities  will  be  monitored  so 
that  tolerable  levels  of  sedimentation  will 
not  be  exceeded  in  the  South  Fork  Pay¬ 
ette  River. 

The  plan  provides  for  a  moderate  level 
of  consumptive  resource  uses  with  signif¬ 
icant  areas  remaining  undeveloped  with 
options  for  future  management  remain¬ 
ing  open. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

South  Agriculture  Bldg.,  Room  3230 

12th  St.  and  Independence  Ave.,  SW 

Washington,  D.C.  20250 

Regional  Planning  Office 

USDA,  Forest  Service 

Federal  Building,  Room  4403 

Ogden,  Utah  84401 

Forest  Supervisor 

Boise  National  Forest 

1075  Park  Boulevard 

Boise,  Idaho  83706 

District  Forest  Ranger 

Lowman  Ranger  District 

Idaho  BuUding,  Room  517 

Boise,  Idaho  83702 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Edward  C.  Maw,  Boise  National 
Forest,  1075  Park  boulevard,  Boise,  Idaho 
83706. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 


and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
Guidelines. 

Dated:  June  18,  1975. 

P.  M.  Rees, 
Director, 

Regional  Planning  and  Bridget. 
(FR  Doc.75-16539  FUed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


UNION  COUNTY  GRAZING  ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Union  County  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  will  meet  ’Thursday,  July  24,  1975, 
at  9  a.m.,  in  the  District  Ranger’s  Office, 
Kiowa  National  Grassland,  16  North  Sec¬ 
ond  Street.  Clayton,  New  Mexico  88415. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  will  be  for 
organizational  purposes.  Election  of  of¬ 
ficers  will  be  held  during  this  meeting. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  District  Rapger  Alton  Bryant  via 
telephone,  374-9652,  or  in  writing  to 
Ranger  Bryant,  16  North  Second  Street, 
Clayton,  New  Mexico  88415.  Written 
statements  may  be  filed  with  the  commit¬ 
tee  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

Dated:  June  17,  1975. 

Wallace  L.  Lloyd, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

|FR  Doc.75-16538  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration 

MOORES’  LIVESTOCK  AUCTION 
NORCO,  CALIFORNIA,  ET  AL 

Posted  Stockyards 

The  Chief,  Registrations,  Bonds,  and 
Reports  Branch,  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Administration,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  has  information 
that  the  livestock  markets  named  below 
are  stockyards  as  defined  in  section  302 
of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  202) ,  and  should  be 
made  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

CA-167  Moores’  Livestock  Auction,  Norco, 
Calif. 

GA-180  Wayne  County  Stockyard,  Jesup, 
Qa.  * 

IL-166  Benton  Livestock  Sale,  Benton,  Ill. 
MD-118  Meteor  Stables,  Inc.,  Capitol 
Heights,  Md. 

MA-106  Johnny’s  Livestock  Sales^  Swansea, 
Mass. 

NY-154  Empire  Livestock  Marketing  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc.,  Bath,  N.Y. 

TX-312  Nacogdoches  County  Livestock 
Arena,  Inc.,  Nacogdoches,  Tex. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  therefore,  that 
the  said  diief,  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  imder  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  181 
et  seq.),  proposes  to  issue  a  rule  desig¬ 
nating  the  stockyards  named  above  as 
posted  stockyards  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  as  provided  in  section  302 
thereof. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  concern¬ 
ing  the  proposed  rule,  may  do  so  by  fil¬ 
ing  them  with  the  Chief,  Registrations, 
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Bonds,  and  Reports  Branch,  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Administration,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250,  by  July  10,  1975. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  notice  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  such  times 
and  places  in  a  manner  convenient  to 
the  public  business  (7  U.S.C.  1.27(b)). 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  16th 
day  of  June,  1975. 

Edward  L.  Thompson, 
Chief,  Registrations,  Bonds,  and 
Reports  Branch  Livestock 
Marketing  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-16502  Piled  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


TOBESOFKEE  LIVESTOCK 
MACON,  GEORGIA,  ET  AL 

Posted  Stockyards 

Pursuant 'to  the  authority  delegated 
under  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act, 
1921,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  et  seq.),  it 
was  ascertained  that  the  livestock  mar¬ 
kets  named  below  were  stockyards  within 
the  definition  of  that  term  contained  in 
section  302  of  the  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  202) ,  and  notice  was  given  to  the 
owners  and  to  the  public  by  posting  no¬ 
tices  at  the  stockyards  as  required  by 
said  section  302,  on  the  respective  dates 
specified  below. 

Facility  number,  name,  location  of  stockyard, 
and  date  of  posting 

Oeosgia 

OA-178  Tobesofkee  Livestock,  Macon,  May 
1,  1976. 

Kansas 

KB-199  Rush  County  Livestock  Sales  Co., 
Lacrosse,  Feb.  1, 1976. 

Minnesota 

MN-166  Perham  Livestock  Auction,  Per- 
bam.  May  9, 1976. 

Missouri 

MO-239  South  Central  Livestock  Market, 
Inc.,  Vienna,  May  28, 1976. 

Montana 

MT-117  Great  Falls  Livestock  Market  Cen¬ 
ter,  Great  Falls,  March  20, 1976. 

Oklahoma 

OEC-194  Tonkawa  Auction  Center,  Ton- 
kawa.  May  1, 1976. 

Tennessee 

TN-173  Athens  Livestock  Auction  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Athens,  May  13, 1976. 

Texas 

TX-Sll  Lone  Star  Livestock  Commission 
Co.,  S<m  Antonio,  May  1.  1975. 

Virginia 

yA-148  Southampton  Livestock  Sales,  Inc., 
Courtland,  May  2,  1976. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  16th 
day  of  June,  1975. 

Edward  L.  Thompson, 
Chief,  Registrations,  Bonds,  and 
Reports  Branch,  Livestock 
Marketing  Division, 

(FR  Doc.76-16603  Filed  6-24-76;8;46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(Docket  No.  76G-0117] 

AMERICAN  BOTTLED  WATER 
ASSOCIATION 

Filing  of  Petition  for  Affirmation  of  GRAS 
Status 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201 
(s),  409,  701(a),  52  Stat.  1055,  72  Stat. 
1784-1786;  21  U.S.C.  321 (s) ,  348,  371(a) ) 
and  the  regulations  for  affirmation  of 
ORAS  status  (21  CFR  121.40),  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  December  2, 
1972  (37  FR  25705),  notice  is  given  that 
a  petition  (GRASP  4G0043)  has  been 
filed  by  American  Bottled  Water  Associ¬ 
ation,  1411  West  Olympic  Blvd.,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  CA  90015  and  placed  on  public  dis¬ 
play  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  propos¬ 
ing  affirmation  that  ozone  used  to  disin¬ 
fect  bottled  water  is  generally  recognized 
as  safe  (ORAS) . 

Any  petition  which  meets  the  format 
requirements  outlined  in  21  CFR  121.40 
is  filed  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration.  There  is  no  prefiling  review  of 
the  adequacy  of  data  to  support  a  GRAS 
conclusion.  Thus,  the  filing  of  a  petition 
for  ORAS  affirmation  should  not  be  in¬ 
terpreted  as  a  preliminary  indication  of 
suitability  for  aflirmation. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
August  25, 1975,  review  the  petition  and/ 
or  file  comments  (preferably  in  quln- 
tapllcate)  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852.  Com¬ 
ments  should  Include  any  available  in¬ 
formation  that  would  be  helpful  in  de¬ 
termining  whether  the  substance  is,  or 
is  not,  generally  recognized  as  safe.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  and  received  com¬ 
ments  may  be  seen  in  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  address  given  above,  dur¬ 
ing  working  hours,  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day. 

Dated:  June  18, 1975. 

Howard  R.  Roberts, 

Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.76-16613  Filed  6-24-76;8:46  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

CANCER  RESEARCH  CENTER  REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Renewal 

The  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  annoimces  the  renewal  on  May 
28,  1975,  of  the  advisory  committee  in¬ 
dicated  below  by  the  Director,  National 
Cancer  Institute,  under  the  authority  of 
section  410A(a)  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  286e).  Such  ad¬ 
visory  committee  shall  be  governed  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463)  setting 
forth  standards  governing  the  establish¬ 
ment  and  use  of  advisory  committees. 

Name.  Cancer  Research  Center  Review 
Committee. 


Purpose.  The  Committee  provides  to 
the  Director,  NCI,  advice  on  the  scien¬ 
tific  merit  of  applications  for  planning 
studies,  clinical  and  specialized  research 
centers,  program  project  grants,  and  core 
grants  related  to  the  cancer  problem. 
This  Committee  will  terminate  IJecember 
20,  1976,  unless  renewed  by  appropriate 
action  as  authorized  by  law. 

Dated:  June  18, 1975. 

R.  W.  Lamont-Havers, 

Acting  Director,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.75-16492  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am) 


THROMBOSIS  SPECIALIZED  CENTERS  OF 
RESEARCH  AD  HOC  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Establishment 

The  National  Institutes  of  Health  an¬ 
nounces  the  establishment  on  Jime  19, 
1975,  of  the  public  advisory  committee. 
Thrombosis  Specialized  Centers  of  Re¬ 
search  (SCOR)  ad  hoc  Review  Commit¬ 
tee,  under  the  authority  of  section  222 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  217a).  This  advisory  committee 
shall  be  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463)  setting  forth  standards  gov¬ 
erning  the  establishment  and  use  of  ad¬ 
visory  committees. 

This  committee  shall  advise  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health, 
and  the  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  concerning  scientific  merit  re¬ 
view  of  competing  grant  implications  and 
provkle  technical  advice  to  the  National 
Heart  and  Lung  Advisory  Council  and  to 
the  Director,  National  Heart  and  Lung 
Institute. 

Authority  for  this  committee  will  ex¬ 
pire  April  1,  1976,  unless  the  Secretary, 
DHEW,  formally  determines  that  con¬ 
tinuance  is  in  the  public  Interest. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.837,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  June  19,  1975. 

R.  W.  Lamont-Havers, 

Acting  Director,  National 

Institutes  of  Health. 

[PR  Doc.76-16493  Piled  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


'  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation 

[Contract  No.  HEW-100-76-0111) 

PREDICTING  DROPOUT  RATES,  UNDER¬ 
STANDING  PROGRAM  SUCCESS,  AND 
PROGRAM  EFFECTS  IN  MANPOWER 
TRAINING  PR(XaRAMS 

Contract  Award 

Pursuant  to  section  606  of  the  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Act  of  1974,  42  U.S.C. 
2946,  this  agency  announces  the  award 
of  Contract  Number  HEW-1 00-75-01 11 
to  TEAM  Associates,  Incorporated,  1522 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  for  a 
data  analysis  project  entitled  “Predict¬ 
ing  Dropout  Rates,  Understanding  Pro¬ 
gram  Succe.ss,  and  Post-Program  Ef¬ 
fects  In  Manpower  Training  Programs.” 
The  purpose  of  this  project  Is  to  iden- 
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tify  factors  explaining  length  of  stay  in 
manpower  training  programs  and  to 
evaluate  manpower  training  programs 
focusing  on  effective  variables.  The  data 
base  is  from  the  OEO  Longitudinal  Man¬ 
power  Training  Evaluation  and  includes 
MDTA,  JOBS,  NYC.  and  Job  Corps.  The 
estimated  cost  of  this  contract  is 
$109,952.  The  intended  completion  date 
is  May  15,  1976. 

Dated:  May  19.  1975. 

WiixiAM  A.  Morrill. 

Assistant  Secretary  for 

Planning  and  Evaluation. 

(FR  Doc.75-16497  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Contract  Ko.  HEW-100-75-0113] 

YEAR-ROUND  SCHOOLS  EVALUATION 
DESIGN 

Contract  Award 

Pursuant  to  section  606  of  the  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Act  of  1974,  42  U.S.C. 
2946,  this  agency  announces  the  award 
of  Contract  Number  HEW-100-75-0113 
to  ABT  Associates,  55  Wheeler  Street, 
Cambridge.  Massachusetts  02138  for  a 
research  project  titled  “Year-Roimd 
Schools  Evaluation  Design.”  The  purpose 
of  this  project  is  to  identify  the  impor¬ 
tance  and  potential  of  year-round  schools 
and  to  propose  a  program  of  needed  re¬ 
search  and  evaluation  into  the  conduct 
and  impact  of  year-round  schools,  focus¬ 
ing  on  how  a  year-round  calendar  meets 
the  special  needs  of  the  educationally 
and  economically  disadvantaged.  The 
estimated  cost  of  this  contract  is  $46,029 
and  the  expected  completion  date  is  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1975. 

Dated:  May  19,  1975. 

William  A.  Morrill, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation. 

[FR  Doc.75-16498  Piled  6-24-75;8;46  am] 


YEAR-ROUND  SCHOOLS  EVALUATION- 
PHASE  I 

Program  ResuRs 

Pursuant  to  section  606  of  the  Com¬ 
munity  Services  Act  of  1974,  42  U.S.C. 
2946,  this  agency  announces  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  activities  associate<t.with  an  HEW 
project  entitled,  “Year-Round  Schools 
Evaluation — ^Phase  I.”  Two  reports  were 
prepared,  the  first  describes  the  various 
types  of  year-round  schools  and  identi¬ 
fies  the  objectives,  impacts,  promises  of 
ft-nd  criticisms  of  each  model.  The  sec¬ 
ond  report  is  an  exhaustive  bibhograi^iy 
on  year-roimd  schools  including  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  evaluation  studies  conducted  on 
year-round  programs. 

A  copy  of  these  reports  will  be  filed  and 
available  as  soon  as  possible,  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service, 
UJ3.  Department  of  Commerce,  Spring- 
field,  Virginia  22151. 

Dated:  May  19,  1975. 

William  A.  Morrux. 

Assistant  Secretary  for 

Planning  and  Evaluation. 

(PR  Doc.75-16499  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

BOARD  OF  ADVISORS  TO  THE  FUND  FOR 

THE  IMPROVEMENT  OF  POSTSECOND¬ 
ARY  EDUCATION 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-453) ,  that  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Advisors 
to  the  Fund  for  the  Improvement  of  Post¬ 
secondary  Education  will  be  held  on  July 
17, 1975,  beginning  at  9:00  a.m.  to  July  18, 
1975  at  5:00  p.m.  at  the  Clift  Hotel  in 
San  Francisco,  California.  The  meeting 
will  be  for  the  sole  purpose  of  considering 
and  formulating  advice  to  the  Director 
of  the  Fhnd  regarding  policy  and  guide¬ 
lines  for  fiscal  1976  programs. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
A  summary  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
meeting  and  a  roster  of  members  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Fund  for  the  Improve¬ 
ment  of  Postsecondary  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW.,  Room  3141, 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  telephone  202- 
245-8091. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
18,  1975. 

Virginia  B.  Smith, 
Director,  Fund  for  the  Improve¬ 
ment  of  Postsecondary  Educa¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.75-16494  FUed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  SERV¬ 
ICES  AND  FACILITIES  FOR  THE  DEVEL- 

OPMENTALLY  DISABLED 

Meeting 

The  National  Advisory  Coimcil  on 
Services  and  Facilities  for  the  Develop- 
mentally  Disabled  was  established,  by 
section  133(a)(1)  of  Pub.  L.  91-517, 
which  was  signed  on  October  30,  1970, 
to  advise  the  Secretary  with  respect  to 
any  regulations  promulgated  or  proposed 
to  be  4>romulgated  by  him  in  the  Imple- 
menation  of  the  Act  and  study  and  evalu¬ 
ate  programs  authorized  by  the  Act  with 
a  view  to  determining  their  effectiveness 
in  carrying  out  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  established. 

Notice  is  her^y  given,  pursuant  to 
Pub.  L.  92-463  that  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Services  and  Facilities  for  the 
Developmentally  Disabled  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  July  21  and  22,  1975.  The 
meeting  will  be  in  Room  5051,  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  North  Building, 
330  Independence  Avenue.  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  from  9  a.m.  to  5  pm.  on  July 
21  and  9  a.m.  to  3:30  p.m.  on  July  22. 
Agenda:  I^sentation  of  the  objectives 
for  the  Division  of  Developmental  Dis¬ 
abilities  and  the  NACSFIMD  for  the  next 
3  to  5  years;  setting  up  priorities  for  the 
DiviskMi  of  Devek>i»nental  Disabilities  as 
as  for  the  NACSFDD;  discussion  of 
the  budget  for  the  NACSFDD;  discussion 
with  repiesentatives  of  the  Bureau  of 
Education  of  the  Handicapped,  Rehabili¬ 
tation  Services  Administration,  Social 
and  Rehabilitation  Service,  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Child  Health  and  Human  De¬ 
velopment,  National  Institute  of  Neuro¬ 
logical  Disease  and  Stroke,  National  In¬ 


stitute  of  Mental  Health,  and  such  other 
representatives  of  the  agencies  as  pertain 
to  developmental  disabilities;  Reports 
from  the  following  Working  Groups: 
Liaison  wth  the  States;  Deinstitutional¬ 
ization  and  Community  Alternatives; 
Projects;  and  University  Affiliated  Facili¬ 
ties;  and  Recommendations  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary.  This  meeting  will  be  open  for 
public  observation. 

Further  information  on  the  Council 
may  be  obtained  from  Francis  X.  Lynch, 
Executive  Secretary,  National  Advisory 
Covmcil  on  Services  and  Facilities  for  the 
Developmentally  Disabled,  Room  3014 
South  HEW  Budding,  330  C  Street.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  telephone:  Area 
Code  202/245-0335. 

Francis  X.  Lynch, 
Executive  Secretary.  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Services 
and  Facilities  for  the  Develop¬ 
mentally  Disabled. 

I 

June  20,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-16495  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  INVESTIGATIONS  AND 
SECURITY 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegation  of  Authority;  Amend  meiff 

Part  1  of  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Wdfare  is  amended  to 
change  section  1T70  “Office  of  Investi¬ 
gations  and  Security”  (38  FR  16411), 
June  22, 1973  as  follows: 

Under  §  1T70.20  3A,  Personnel  Secu¬ 
rity  Branch,  delete  the  following: 

“(5)  carries  out  any  other  functions 
as  assigned  for  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  personnel  security  within 
the  Department.” 

Date:  June  16, 1975. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

(FR  Doc.75-16537  PUed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 

(CGD  75-132] 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS 

Approval  Notice 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  Chapter  I)  require  that  various 
items  of  lifesaving,  firefighting  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  equipment,  constructiim,  and 
materials  used  on  board  vessels  subject 
to  Coast  Guard  inspection,  on  certain 
motorboats  and  other  recreational  ves¬ 
sels,  and  on  the  artificial  islands  and 
fixed  structures  on  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  be  of  types  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  The  purpose 
of  this  document  is  to  notify  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  that  certain  approvals  have 
been  granted  as  herein  described  during 
the  period  from  Aiuril  1,  1975  to  April  25, 
1975  (List  No.  10-75) .  These  actions  were 
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taken  In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75-1  to  2.75-50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b,  416, 481,  489,  526,  and  1333 
of  iltle  46,  United  States  Code,  section 
1333  of  Title  43,  United  States  Code,  and 
section  198  of  Title  50,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Com¬ 
mandant.  U.S.  Coast  Guard  with  respect 
to  these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b) ) .  The 
specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
t3q>es  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  forth  in  46  CFR  Parts 
160  to  164. 

3.  The  approvals  listed  In  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  In  effect  for  a  period  of 
5  years  from  the  date  of  Issuance,  unless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Hatchets  (Lifeboats  and  Life  Rafts) 
FOB  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.013/5/0,  hatchet  steel 
handle,  Estwing  Model  E-3-24A,  Type  I, 
Class  I,  Design  E,  Style  2,  Revere’s  dwg. 
B-692-2  dated  May  8, 1970,  Model  RSCH- 

12,  manufactured  by  Revere  Supply  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  603-607  West  29th  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10001,  effective  April 
11.  1975.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval 
No.  160.013/5/0  dated  May  28,  1970.) 

Approval  No.  160.013/6/0,  hatchet  steel 
handle,  Vaughn  Model  A  IV^,  Type  I. 
CHass  I,  Design  E.  Style  2,  Revere’s  dwg. 
B-692-3  dated  May  8. 1970,  Model  RSCH- 

13,  manufactured  by  Revere  Supply  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  603-607  West  29th  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10001,  effective  April  11, 
1975.  (It  Is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
160.013/6/0  dated  May  28,  1970.) 

Ladders,  Embarkation-Debarkation 
(Flexible),  for  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.017/41/0,  Master 
Safety  Ladder  Model  No.  1005a!,  Type  n. 
embarkation-debarkation  ladder,  chain 
suspension  (8-0  lock  link  chain)  steel 
ears,  dwg.  No.  16656-0,  dated  February 
19,  1970,  iqiproval  limited  to  ladders  80 
feet  or  less  in  length,  manufactured  by 
Roberton  and  Schwartz,  Inc.,  480  Potrero 
Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California  94110, 
effective  April  11, 1975.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.017/41/0  dated  May  6, 
1970  to  show  change  In  length  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  manufacturer.) 

Lifeboats 

Approval  No.  160.035/286/4,  24.0'  x  8.0' 
X  3.5'  steel,  oar-propelled  lifeboat,  40- 
person  capacity,  identified  by  construc¬ 
tion  and  arrangement  dwg.  No.  24-9,  Rev. 
H  dated  AprU  17,  1970,  43  CFR  160.035- 
13(c)  Marking,  Weights:  Condition 
“A”=3,040  pounds;  Condition  “B’'=10,- 
540  poimds,  manufactured  by  Marine 
Safety  Equipment  Corporation,  Foot  of 
Wycoff  Road,  Farmingdale,  New  Jersey 
07727,  effective  April  11,  1975.  (It  Is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  160.035/286/4 
dated  May  12, 1970.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/469/0,  26.0'  x  9.0' 
X  3.83'  fibrous  glass  reinforced  plastic 
(FRP) ,  oar-propelled  lifeboat,  53 -person 


capacity,  identified  by  general  arrange¬ 
ment  dwg.  No,  P-26-2A,  Rev.  A  dated 
April  24,  1970,  46  CFR  160.035-13 (c) 
Marking  Weights:  Condition  “A”=3,220 
pounds;  Condition  "B”=  13,063  pounds, 
manufactured  by  Marine  Safety  Equip¬ 
ment  Corporation,  Foot  of  Wycoff  Road, 
Farmingdale,  New  Jersey  07727,  effective 
April  11,  1975.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.035/459/0  dated  May  5, 
1970.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/461/0,  26.0'  x  9.0' 
X  3.83'  fibrous  glass  reinforced  plastic 
(FRP),  hand-propelled  lifeboat,  53 -per¬ 
son  capacity.  Identified  by  general  ar¬ 
rangement  dwg.  No.  P-26-2B,  Rev.  A 
dated  May  12,  1970,  46  CFR  160.035-13 
(c)  Marking,  Weights:  Condition  “A”= 
3,807  pounds;  Condition  “B”=13,519 
pounds,  manufactured  by  Marine  Safety 
Equipment  Corporation,  Port  of  Wycoff 
Road,  Farmingdale,  New  Jersey  07727, 
effective  April  11,  1975.  (It  is  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  Approval  No.  160,035/461/0  dated 
May  28,  1970.) 

Inflatable  Life  Rafts 

Approval  No.  160.051/62/0,  infiatable 
life  raft,  10-person  capacity,  identified 
by  general  arrangement  dwg.  RPD-US- 
1048,  revision  No.  6  dated  February  13, 
1975,  and  Specification  RFD-US-100,  re¬ 
vision  No.  3,  dated  December  9, 1974,  sat¬ 
isfied  temperature-exposure  Infiatlon  re¬ 
quirements  of  46  CFR  60.05-5(e)  (11)  as 
revised  In  Federal  Register  of  March  13, 

1974,  manufactiured  by  B.  F.  Goodrich, 
Ekigineered  Systems  (Company,  Union, 
West  Virginia  24983,  effective  April  1, 

1975. 

Approval  No.  160.051/71/0,  4-person 
Infiatable  life  raft;  identified  by  general 
arrangement  drawing  SPC-MM-4002 
(Rev.  7)  dated  April  6,  1973,  and  draw¬ 
ing  list  SPC-MM-4,  revised  February  7, 
1975,  satisfies  temperature-exposure  In¬ 
flation  requirements  of  46  CFR  160.051- 
5(a)  (11)  as  revised  In  Federal  Register 
of  March  13,  1974,  manufactured  by 
Swltllk  Parachutes  Company,  Inc.,  1325 
East  State  Street,  Trenton,  New  Jersey 
08607,  effective  AprU  17,  1975. 

MARINE  BUOYANT  DEVICE 

Approval  No.  160.064/673/0,  adult 
smaU,  Model  S,  cloth  covered  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”,  man¬ 
ufactured  In  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  202„  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  Clan  Robertson,  1752  N.  55th  Street, 
Boulder,  Colorado  80302,  Type  ni  PFD, 
manufactured  by  A.  B.  Sea  LTD.,  P.O. 
Box  9364,  Denver,  Colorado  80209,  effec¬ 
tive  April  15,  1975.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.064/673/0  dated  July  30, 
1974  to  show  change  of  address  of  man¬ 
ufacturer  and  addition  of  factory 
location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/674/0,  adult 
medium  Model  S,  cloth  covered  imlcel- 
lular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest,”  man¬ 
ufactured  In  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  202,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  Clan  Robertson,  1752  N.  55th  Street, 
Boulder,  Colorado  80302,  Type  m  PFD, 
manufactured  by  A.  B.  Sea  LTD.,  P.O. 


Box  9364,  Denver,  Colorado  80209  effec¬ 
tive  AprU  5, 1975.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.064/674/0  dated  July  30,  1974  to 
show  change  of  address  of  maniifacturer 
and  addition  of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/675/0,  adult 
large.  Model  S,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest,”  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD 
report  file  No.  MQ  202,  factory  location: 
Clan  Robertson,  1752  N.  55th  Street, 
BoiUder,  Colorado  80302,  Type  m  PFD, 
manufactured  by  A.  B.  Sea  LTD.,  P.O. 
Box  9364,  Denver,  Colorado  80209,  effec¬ 
tive  AprU  15,  1975.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.064/675/0  dated  July  30, 
1974  to  show  change  of  address  of  manu¬ 
facturer  and  addition  of  factory 
location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/776/0,  chUd  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  531,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  or  Pishing 
Vest,”  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  211,  fac¬ 
tory  location:  301  MxUberry  Street,  Pine 
Bluff,  Arkansas  71601,  Type  in  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Himalayan  Industries, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  5668,  Pine  Bluff,  Arkansas 
71601,  effective  April  17,  1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/842/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  5020,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”,  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  222,  Type  HI  PFD,  man¬ 
ufactured  by  The  Elmpress  Corporation, 
1144  S.  San  Julian  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90015  for  Nihon  Kyumelklgu 
Manufacturing  Company,  Ltd.,  Yamura 
Factory,  500  Shimoya  Tsurushl,  Yaman- 
ashl-Ken,  Japan,  effective  April  2,  1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/843/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  5020,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”,  manufac¬ 
tured  In  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  re¬ 
port  file  No.  MQ  222,  Type  m  PFD,  man¬ 
ufactured  by  The  Empress  Corporation, 
1144  S.  San  Julian  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90015  for  Nihon  Kyumelklgu 
Manufacturing  Company,  Ltd.,  Yamura 
Factory,  500  Shimoya  Tsurushl,  Yaman- 
ashl-Ken,  Japan,  effective  April  2,  1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/844/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  5030,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”,  man¬ 
ufacture  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  222,  Type  HI  PFD, 
manufactured  by  The  Empress  Corpora¬ 
tion,  1144  S.  San  Julian  Street,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  California  90015  for  Nihon  Kyumei- 
kigu  Manufacturing  Company,  Ltd.,  Ya¬ 
mura  Factory,  500  Shimoya  Tsurushl, 
Yamanashi-Ken,  Japan,  effective  April  2, 
1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/845/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  5030,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”, 
manufactured  In  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  222,  Type  m 
PFD,  manufactured  by  The  Empress  Cor¬ 
poration,  1144  S.  San  Julian  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  CTallfomia  90015  for  Nihon  Ky- 
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vuneikigu  Manufacturing  Company.  Ltd., 
Yamma  Factory.  500  Shimoya  Tsurushi, 
Yamanashi-Ken.  Japan,  effective  April  2, 
1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/854/0,  child 
small.  Model  No.  520.  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  or  Fishing 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  211,  fac¬ 
tory  kx^on:  301  Mulberry  Street.  Pine 
Bluff,  Arkansas  71601,  Type  111  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Himalayan  Industries, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  5668,  Pine  Bluff.  Arkansas 
71601,  effective  April  17, 1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/874/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  CV-SM,  vinyl  dipped 
unic^ular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  repwrt  file  No.  MQ  114,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump 
Ski  Corporation,  11525  ^rrento  Valley 
Road,  San  Diego.  California  92121  for 
Buit>ank  Ski  Company,  1855  Victory 
Place,  Burbank,  California  91504,  effec¬ 
tive  April  2,  1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/875/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  CV-MD,  vinyl  dipped  unicel¬ 
lular  'plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  114,  Type  III 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump  Ski 
Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road, 
San  Diego,  California  92121  for  Burbank 
Ski  Company,  1855  Victory  Place,  Bur¬ 
bank,  California  91504,  effective  April  2. 
1975. 

Approval  No.  160.064/876/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  CV-LG,  vinyl  dipped  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  114,  Type  ni 
PFD.  manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump  Ski 
Corporation,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road, 
San  Diego,  California  92121  for  Burbank 
Ski  Conuiany,  1855  Victory  Place,  Bur¬ 
bank.  California  91504,  effective  April  2. 
1975. 

Approval  No,  160.064/877/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  CV-XL,  vinyl  dipped  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  "Water  Ski  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  114,  Type  in  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Cut  ‘N’  Jump  Ski  Cor¬ 
poration,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road, 
Ssm  Diego,  California  92121  for  Burbank 
Ski  Company,  1855  Victory  Place,  Bur¬ 
bank,  California  91504,  effective  April  2, 
1975. 

Telephone  Stste.ms,  Sounb-Powered 

Approval  No.  161.605/70/0,  sound  pow¬ 
ered  telephone,  pedestal  or  bulkhead 
moimting,  selective  ringing,  common 
talking,  17  stations.  Types  178-B,  178-P, 
178-H-B,  178-H-P,  watertight,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Henschel  Corporation, 
Amesbury,  Massachusetts  01913,  effective 
April  25.  1975. 

Approval  No.  161.005/71/0,  sound  pow¬ 
ered  telephone,  console  moimted.  Types 
17.  17-lB,  17-2RL,  drip  proal,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Henschel  Corporation,  Ames¬ 


bury,  Massachusetts  01913,  effective 
April  25.  1975. 

Approval  No.  161.005/72/0.  soimd  pow¬ 
ered  telephone,  bulkhead  mounted.  Types 
17,  17-lR.  17-2RL.  170,  170-lR.  170-2RL, 
drip  proof,  manufactured  by  Henschd 
Corporation.  Amesbury,  Massachusetts 
01913,  effective  April  25,  1975. 

Class  A.  EPIRB 

Approval  No.  161.011/5/0,  Model  ACR/ 
RLB-10,  Class  A,  float  free,  emergency 
position  indicati^  radio  beacon,  FCC 
type  accepted  on  March  19.  1975  under 
47  CFR  Part  83,  manufactured  by 
Chromalloy  laectronics  Division,  3901 
North  29th  Avenue,  Hollywood,  Horida 
33020,  effective  April  7,  1975. 

Pressure  Vacttum  Relief  Valves  for 
Tank  Vessels 

Approval  No.  162.017/85/0,  Figure  No. 
720  pressure  vacuum  relief  valve,  en¬ 
closed  pattern,  without  pressure  or 
vacuum  unloader,  weight  loaded  pop¬ 
pets,  bronze  parts  except  monel  screen. 
6”  inlet,  6”  outlet,  dwg.  No.  C-3136  dated 
April  7,  1958,  manufactured  by  Varec 
Division,  Emerson  Electric  Company,  301 
E.  Alondra  Boulevard,  Gardena,  Cali¬ 
fornia  90247,  formerly  Varec,  Inc.,  effec¬ 
tive  April  11,  1975.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  162.017/85/0  dated  June  8, 
1970  and  change  of  address  and  name  of 
manufacturer.) 

ApprovEil  No.  162.017/86/0.  Figure  No. 
720B  pressure  vacuum  relief  valve,  en¬ 
closed  pattern,  with  pressure  but  not 
vacuum  unloader,  weight  loaded  poppets, 
bronze  parts  except  monel  screen,  6" 
inlet,  6"  outlet,  dwg.  No.  C-3138  dated 
April  7,  1958,  manufactured  by  Varec 
Division,  Emerson  Electric  Company,  301 
E.  Alondra  Boulevard,  Gardena,  Califor¬ 
nia  90247,  formerly  Varec,  Inc,  effective 
April  11, 1975.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  162.017/86/0  dated  June  8, 
1970  and  change  of  address  and  name  of 
manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.017/96/0,  6"  vacuum 
relief  valve.  Fig.  4100-07X,  cast  steel  im¬ 
pact  tested  for  — 50*  F.  service  with 
aluminum  and  stainless  steel  trim,  for 
liquified  inflammable  gas  and  anhydrous 
ammonia  at  a  minimum  temperature  of 
—50*  F.,  manufactured  by  GPE  Controls, 
Division  of  Vapor  Corporation,  6511  Oak- 
ton  Street,  Morton  Grove,  Illinois  60053, 
effective  April  2.  1975.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  162.017/96/0  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  9, 1969.) 

AwJTOval  No.  162.017/99/1,  <X?ECO 
Model  V-130N  pressure  vswjuum  relief 
valve,  flanged  Inlet,  weight  loaded  discs, 
aluminum  construction,  dwg.  F17310-A 
revised  December  9,  1974,  approved  for 
6",  8”  and  10"  sizes.  Note:  if  aluminum 
valves  are  used  with  combustible  or 
flammable  or  dangerous  fluids,  a  cover 
of  Are  resistant  material  must  be  in¬ 
stalled  to  protect  these  valves  from  fire, 
improved  flame  screen  attachment  and 
inclusion  of  10"  size  valve,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  The  Johnston  &  Jennings  Com¬ 
pany.  OCECO  Division,  4700  W.  Division 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60651,  effective 
April  4. 1975.  (It  supersedes  AiH>roval  No. 
162.017/99/1  dated  January  20,  1975.) 


Approval  No.  162.017/105/0,  Model 
94030  6"  Marine  Breather  Valve,  dwg. 
No.  9403-00010,  approved  for  pressure 
vacuum  relief  on  cargo  oil  tanks  with  a 
maximum  pressure  setting  of  2.5  p.si.g. 
and  a  maximum  vacuum  setting  of  0.5 
p.sJg,  manufactiued  by  GPE  Controls, 
Division  of  Vapor  Corporation,  6511  Oak- 
ton  Street,  Morton  Grove,  Illinois  60053, 
effective  April  2,  1975.  (It  is  an  extensiofi 
of  Approval  No.  162.017/105/0  dated  May 
16,  1969.) 

Safety  Relief  Valves,  Liqttefied 
Compressed  Gas 

Approval  No.  162.018/47/2,  4"  Style 
JQU  safety  relief  valve  for  corrosive  and 
liquefled  compressed  gas,  dwg.  No.  D- 
41051,  revised  February  21,  1975,  ap¬ 
proved  for  maximum  set  pressure  of  350 
pjsJ.,  discharge  capacity  15945  cubic  feet 
per  minute  of  air  measured  at  60*  F..  and 
14.7  p.s.i.a.,  inlet  flange  O.D.  changed 
from  10"  to  9V2''  to  accommodate  use  of 
emergency  hood  over  valve  in  case  of 
leakage  of  material  through  valve,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Crosby  Valve  and  Gage  Com¬ 
pany,  Wrentham,  Massachusetts  02093, 
effective  April  11,  1975.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  162.018/47/2  dated  June  10, 
1970  to  show  change  in  flange  dimen¬ 
sion.) 

Backfire  Flame  Control,  Gasoline  En¬ 
gines;  Flame  Arresters;  For  Merchant 

Vessels  and  Motorboats 

Approval  No.  162.041/9/3,  Barbron 
bac^re  flame  arrester.  Model  5734B: 
brass  element,  base,  and  cover,  alternate 
material  is  aluminum  (5724A) ,  unit  may 
have  a  fuel/fume  feedback  tube,  alter¬ 
nate  cover  design  may  be  low  sdlhouette 
tj'pe.  Opening  in  Base  2.68  indi,  ESement 
Height  2.00  inch.  Base  Comer  Radius  0.75 
inch,  manufactured  by  Barbron  Corpora¬ 
tion,  14580  Lesure  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich¬ 
igan  48227,  effective  April  15,  1975.  (It 
supersedes  Approval  No.  162.041/9/2 
dated  Jime  29, 1973.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/116/0,  B175-55 
flame  arrester  with  B177-17A  element  as¬ 
sembly,  testing  waived  because  of  sim¬ 
ilarity  to  B175-49  flame  arrester.  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  162.041/108/0,  manufacture 
by  Fuel  Devices  Division,  Facet  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.,  696  Hart  Avenue,  Detroit, 
Michigan  48214,  formerly  Bendix  Cor¬ 
poration,  effective  April  23, 1975.  (It  is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  162.041/116/0 
dated  April  15,  1970  and  change  of  name 
of  manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/118/0,  Bendix 
Mod^  B175-48  backfire  flame  arrester 
with  aluminum  element  strips.  Part  No. 
C177-14,  replaces  flame  arrester  Model 
No.  B175-54,  Approval  No.  162.041/109/0, 
manufacture  by  Fbel  Devices  Division, 
Facet  Enterprises,  Inc.,  696  Hart  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48214,  formerly  Ben¬ 
dix  Corporation,  effective  April  23,  1975. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  AiHwtwal  No.  162.- 
041/118/0  dated  May  6,  1970  and  change 
of  name  of  manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/119/0,  Bendix 
Model  B175-46  backfire  flame  arrester 
with  aluminum  dement  strips.  Part  No. 
C177-16,  replaces  flame  arrester  Model 
No.  B175-52,  Approval  No.  162.041/110/0, 
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manufactured  by  Fuel  Devices  Division, 
Facet  Enterprises,  Inc.,  696  Hart  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48214,  formerly  Ben- 
dlx  Corporation,  effective  April  23,  1975. 
(It  Is  an  extension  of  Approval  No.  162.- 
041/119/0  dated  May  6, 1970  and  change 
of  name  of  manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/120/0,  Bendix 
Model  B1 75-47  backfire  flame  arrester 
with  alumimun  element  strips.  Part  No. 
C177-15,  replaces  flame  arrester  Model 
No.  B175-53,  Approval  No.  162.041/111/0, 
manufactured  by  P*uel  Devices  Division, 
Facet  Enterprises,  Inc.,  696  Hart  Ave¬ 
nue,  Detroit,  Michigan  48214,  formerly 
Bendix  Corporation,  effective  April  23, 
1975.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
162.041/120/0  dated  May  6,  1970  and 
change  of  name  of  manufactiu'er.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/121/0,  Bendix 
Model  B175-45  backfire  flame  arrester 
with  alumlniun  element  strips.  Part  No. 
Cl  77-15,  replaces  flame  arrester  Model 
No.  B175-51,  Approval  No.  162.041/112/0, 
manufactured  by  Fuel  Devices  Division, 
Facet  Enterprises,  Inc.,  696  Hart  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48214,  formerly  Ben¬ 
dix  Corporation,  effective  April  23,  1975. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No.  162.- 
041/121/0  dated  May  6,  1970  and  change 
of  name  of  manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/171/1,  Barbron 
backfire  flame  arresters.  Models  5714B 
and  57124B:  brass  element,  base,  and 
cover,  alternate  material  Is  aluminum 
(5714A  and  57124A) ,  alternate  cover  de¬ 
sign  is  low  silhouette  type,  unit  may  have 
a  fuel/ fume  feedback  tiflie. 


Base  opening 

Element 

Base  corner 

Model 

(diameter 

Ininchee) 

Meht 

(incEes) 

radius  (inch) 

6714B . 

2.68 

L(» 

a75 

67124B . 

2.68 

1.25 

.75 

manufactured  by  Barbron  Corporation, 
14580  Lestuv  Avenue,  Detroit,  Michigan 
48227,  effective  April  15,  1975.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  162.041/171/0  dated 
July  25,  1973.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/172/1,  Barbron 
backfire  flame  arresters.  Models  57154B 
and  57134B:  brass  element,  base,  and 
cover,  alternate  material  is  aluminum 
(57154A  and  57134A) ,  alternate  cover  de¬ 
sign  is  low  silhouette  type,  unit  may  have 
a  fuel/f\une  feedback  tube. 


BaM  opening  Element  Base  corner 
Model  (diameter  height  radius  (Inch) 

in  Inches)  (Inches) 


67154B . .  2.e8  l.SO  a  75 

571MB .  2.68  1.875  .  76 


manufactured  by  Barbron  Corporation, 
14580  Lesure  Avenue.  Detroit,  Michigan 
48227,  effective  April  15,  1975.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  162.041/172/0  dated 
July  25,  1973.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/183/1,  Barbron 
backfire  flame  arresters.  Models  571317B 
and  571517B;  brass  element,  base,  and 
cover,  alternate  material  is  aluminum 
(571317A  and  571517A),  alternate  cover 


is  low  silhouette  design,  may  have  a  fuel/ 
a  fuel/fume  feedback  tube. 


Bsss  opening  Element  BaM  comer 


Model  (diameter  belgbt  radius  (inch) 

in  inches)  (Inches) 


671317B .  8.06  1.875  a  75 

671517B .  3.06  1.50  .  75 


manufactured  by  Barbron  Corporation, 
14580  Lesure  Avenue,  Detroit,  Michigan 
48227,  effective  April  15,  1975.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  162.041/183/0  dated 
August  23,  1974.) 

Approval  No.  162.041/189/0,  Volvo 
Penta  flame  arrester  Model  B-21M: 
aluminum  b<xly  with  brsiss  element  and 
four  mounting  holes  for  threaded  fasten¬ 
ers,  manufactured  by  Volvo  Penta  of 
America,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  12758,  Norfolk, 
Virginia  23502,  effective  April  16, 1975. 

Bulkhead  Panels  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval  No.  164.008/68/0,  Hopeman 
Brothers’  “Beta  100“  Building  Unit, 
identical  to  that  described  In  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  Test  Report  No. 
FR  3863  dated  January  10,  1974,  and 
Hopeman  Brothers’  letters  of  April  4, 
1975  and  April  7, 1975  approved  as  meet¬ 
ing  Class  B-15  requirements,  this  product 
may  not  be  used  as  a  component  in  A- 
Class  construction,  plant  located  at 
Wasmesboro,  Virginia,  manufactured  by 
Hopeman  Brothers,  Inc.,  156  East  46th 
Street,  New  York,  New  York  10017,  ef¬ 
fective  April  18,  1975. 

Approval  No.  164.008/75/0,  TAC  Con¬ 
struction  Materials,  Ltd.  bulkhead  panel 
“LIMPET  Marine  Board’’  Identical  to 
that  described  In  TACTs  letter  dated 
December  23,  1974;  approved  as  meeting 
Class  B-15  requirements  In  a  density  of 
36b  to  42  Ibs./ft*  in  a  %"  thickness,  ap¬ 
proved  dwgs.  SB221,  SB222  and  SB223 
dated  April  6,  1975  forms  a  part  of  this 
certificate.  Plant:  Trafford  Park, 
Manchester,  England,  manufactured  by 
TAC  Construction  Materials,  Ltd.,  Build¬ 
ing  b  Insulation  Division,  P.O.  Box  22, 
’Trafford  Park,  Manchester  M17  IRU, 
England,  effective  April  7,  1975. 

Incombustible  Materials  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approvsd  No.  164.009/61/0,  “Cafco 
Heat-Shield’’,  sprayed  asbestos  fiber  type 
Incombustible  material  identical  to  that 
described  in  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Test  Report  No.  TQ10210-2053:PP- 
3550  dated  March  10,  1960,  approved  In 
a  density  of  not  less  than  9  pounds  per 
cubic  foot,  manufactured  by  United 
States  Mineral  Products  Company,  Stan¬ 
hope,  New  Jersey  07874.  effective  April 
11,  1975.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval 
No.  164.009/61/0  dated  June  2.  1970.) 

Approval  No.  164.009/62/0.  “Cafco 
Blaze-Shield  Type  H’’.  sprayed  asbestos 
fiber  type  Incombustible  material  iden¬ 
tical  to  that  described  In  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards  Test  Report  No.  TG- 
10210-2053  :FP3550  dated  March  10. 1960, 
approved  In  a  density  of  not  less  than  20 


pounds  per  cubic  f(x>t,  manufactured  by 
United  States  Mineral  Products  Com¬ 
pany,  Stanhope,  New  Jersey  07874,  effec¬ 
tive  April  11, 1975.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  164.009/62/0  dated  June  2, 
1970.) 

Approval  No.  164.009/85/0,  Foster  “In¬ 
sulfas  GIeiss  Cloth  No.  30’’,  glass  cloth 
with  Foster  normalizing  treatment, 
woven  glass  fabric  type  incombustible 
material  identical  to  that  referenced  In 
National  Bureau  of  Standards  Report  No. 
’rG10210-2121:FR3652  dated  August  23. 
1965,  manufactured  by  Foster  Division, 
Amchem  Products,  Inc.,  Ambler,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  19002,  effective  April  11,  1975. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
164.009/85/0  dated  June  22. 1970.) 

Approval  No.  164.009/169/0,  UB.  Gyp- 
smn’s  “Thermafiber  Number  10  Gramu- 
lated  Wool”  Identical  to  that  described 
in  U.S.  Gypsum’s  letter  dated  May  10, 
1973,  Plant  locations;  Wabash,  Indiana; 
Torrance,  California;  Corsicana,  Texas; 
South  Plainfield,  New  Jersey;  Tacoma, 
Washington,  manufactured  by  United 
States  G3q3sum  Company,  1000  East 
Northwest  Highway,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60016,  effective  April  16,  1975.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  164.009/169/0  dated 
Jime  1. 1973  to  show  new  plant  location.) 

Dated  June  12,  1975. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 
'Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Chief.  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

IPR  Doc.75-16518  Plied  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[CCD  75-136] 

MARINE  SANITATION  DEVICES 
Certification  Granted 

’The  purpose  of  this  document  Is  to 
notify  Interested  persons  that  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  has  certified 
the  design  of  certain  marine  sanitation 
devices  in  accordance  with  33  CFR 
159.12. 

Equipment  that  Is  certified  under  33 
CFR  159.12  cannot  be  labelled  imder  33 
CFR  159.16  as  being  certified.  Because  of 
this  fact,  purchasers  of  these  devices  are 
urged  to  request  a  copy  of  the  Coast 
Guard  letter  granting  certification  of  the 
device  from  the  manufacturer  or  dealer. 
The  “verification”  column  In  the  list 
below  shows  the  data  of  the  Coast  Guard 
letter  granting  certification.  A  copy  of 
the  certification  letter  or  this  Notice 
should  be  retained  by  the  owner  as  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  device  has  been  certified 
by  the  Coast  Guard. 

(33  U.S.C.  1322,  49  CFR  1.46  (1)  and  (m) ) 
Dated:  June  19. 1975. 

W.  M.  Benkert,  I 

Rear  Admiral,  UJS.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief.  Offlce  of  Merchant  Ma^  \ 
rine  Safety.  ) 

[FB  Doc.76-16619  Filed  6-24-76;8:46  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  27980 1 

FRONTIER  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Amendment  of 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 

Necessity 

June  20,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  on  June  20,  1975,  re¬ 
ceived  an  application.  Docket  27980,  from 
Frontier  Airlines,  Inc.  for  amendment  of 
its  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  route  73  to  provide  Wichita- 
Denver  and  Wichita-Little  Rock  nonstop 
service. 

The  applicant  requests  that  its  appli- 
caticxi  be  processed  under  the  expedited 
procedvues  set  forth  in  Subpart  M  of  Part 
302  (14  CFR  Part  302). 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

^  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-16563  Piled  6-24-75; 8:45  am) 


[Dockets  25280,  25513,  25661,  26494;  Order  75- 
6-46] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Currency  Matters 
Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  75-15489  appearing  at  page 
25247  in  the  issue  ctf  Friday,  June  13, 
1975,  in  the  third  column,  first  para¬ 
graph,  the  seventeenth  line  now  reading, 
“for  refund,  who  not  receive  the  $382” 
should  read  “for  refund,  would  not  re¬ 
ceive  the  $382”. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  a  Non¬ 
career  Executive  Assignment;  Correction 

By  notice  of  Monday,  April  14,  1975, 
FR  Doc.  75-9576,  (40  PR  16712)  the  CfivU 
Service  Commission  revoked  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assignment 
In  the  excepted  service  the  position  of 
Chief  Counsel,  U.S.  Customs  Service,  Le¬ 
gal  Division.  This  is  notice  that  this  revo¬ 
cation  should  not  have  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[SEAL]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners . 

[PR  Doc.75-16455  Piled  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  S  9.20  of  Cfivll  Serv¬ 
ice  rule  IX  (6  CFR  9.20) ,  the  CfivU  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  National 
Foimdatlon  on  the  Arts  and  the  Human¬ 


ities  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  excepted  service  the  position 
of  Director  of  Public  Programs,  Division 
of  Public  Programs,  National  Endowment 
for  the  Humanities. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission. 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.75-16456  Piled  6-24-76;8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 

PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Addition  to  Procurement  List 

Notice  of  proposed  addition  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  19.75,  November  12,  1974 
(39  FR  39964)  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  7,  1975  (40 
FR  10706) . 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notice  the  fol¬ 
lowing  commodity  is  added  td  the  Pro¬ 
curement  List,  but  for  the  period  until 
August  1,  1976  procurement  under  Pub. 
L.  92-28  is  limited  to  550,000  MX. 

Class  7510 

Price 

Clip,  Paper  (RF),  7510-00- 

161-4292  . MX  $1.27 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

[PR  Doc.75-16757  Plied  6-24-75;ll :22  am] 

DEFENSE  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 

MEETING 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Defense  Manpower 
Commission  will  meet  on  July  10,  July  30 
and  July  31,  1975  at  1:30  p.m.  in  the 
General  Services  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  Rocrni  2130, 18th  and  F  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  The  purpose  of 
these  meetings  will  be  to  conduct  an  in¬ 
progress  review  of  issues  in  the  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Utilization  Functional  Area  and 
such  other  business  as  may  be  presented 
by  the  members. 

The  Commissioners  will  meet  on  July  18 
at  1:30  p.m.  in  the  New  Executive  OflSce 
Building,  Room  2010,  726  Jackson  Place, 
NW.,  Wadiington,  D.C.  20036.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  meeting  will  be  to  conduct 
an  in-progress  review  of  issues  in  the 
Compensation  Functional  Area  and  such 
other  business  as  may  be  presented  by 
the  m»nbers. 

The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Because  of  limited  space,  interested 
persons  wishing  to  attend  should  tele¬ 
phone  (202)  254-7803  prior  to  each 
meeting. 

Dated:  June  18, 1975. 

Paul  C.  Keenan,  Jr., 
Deputy  Executive  Director. 

[PR  Doc.76-16620  Piled  6-24-76:8:46  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[PRL  389-5] 

STANDARDS  OF  PERFORMANCE  FOR 
NEW  STATIONARY  SOURCES 

Delegation  of  Authority  to  State  of  Idaho 

On  December  23,  1971  (36  FR  24876) 
and  March  8,  1974  (39  FR  9308),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  111  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended,  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
promulgated  regulations  establishing 
standards  of  performance  for  five  cate¬ 
gories  and  seven  categories  of  new  sta¬ 
tionary  sources  (NSPS) ,  respectively. 
Section  111(c)  of  the  Act  directs  the 
Administrator  to  delegate  his  authority 
to  implement  and  enforce  NSPS  to  any 
State  which  has  submitted  adequate  pro¬ 
cedures.  Nevertheless,  the  Administrator 
retains  concurrent  authority  to  imple¬ 
ment  and  enforce  the  standards  follow¬ 
ing  delegation  of  authority  to  the  State. 

On  April  22,  1974  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Region  X,  EPA,  forwarded  to 
the  State  of  Idaho  information  setting 
forth  the  requirements  for  an  adequate 
procedure  for  implementing  and  enforc¬ 
ing  the  standards  for  NSPS.  On  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1975  the  Governor  of  Idaho  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  EPA  Regional  OflBce  a  re¬ 
quest  for  delegation  of  authority. 

Included  in  that  request  were  copies  of 
the  applicable  State  of  Idaho  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health  and  Welfare  regulations 
which  specify  the  state-adopted  stand¬ 
ards  of  performance  for  new  stationary 
sources  and  Incorporate  by  reference  the 
testing  procedures  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  60.  Also  included  was  a  letter  from 
the  Office  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
State  of  Idaho  which  cites  the  State 
statutes  that  provide  the  State  with  the 
requisite  authority  to  enforce  the  NSPS. 
After  a  thorough  review  of  that  request, 
the  Regional  Administrator  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  for  the  source  categories  set 
forth  in  the  following  official  letter  to 
the  Governor,  delegation  is  appropriate 
subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  1  through  15  of  that  letter: 

Hon.  Ckcil  D.  Andbus, 

Governor  of  Idaho. 

Boise,  Idaho  83701. 

Dear  Governor  Andrus:  This  letter  is  in 
response  to  your  January  14,  1975  request 
for  delegation  of  authority  to  implement  and 
enforce  the  Standards  of  Performance  for 
New  Stationary  Sources  (NSPS)  for  eleven 
of  the  twelve  source  categories  promulgated 
by  EPA,  pursuant  to  Section  111(b)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  42  U.S.C.  1867c-6(b),  as  the 
date  of  your  request. 

The  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  has  determined  that  the  following 
statutes  for  the  State  of  Idaho  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  regulations  for  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Welfare  generally  provide  for  an 
adequate  and  effective  procedure  for  imple¬ 
mentation  and  enforcement  of  the  NSPS  by 
the  State  of  Idaho  and  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Welfare:  Idaho  Code,  Title  39  in 
toto;  Title  62-111;  and  Titles  18-6901  and 
18-5903;  Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Con¬ 
trol  of  Air  Pollution  in  Idaho,  Regulations  A 
and  n.  EPA  hereby  delegatee  to  the  State  of 
Idaho  on  behalf  of  the  Dep8u1:ment  of  Health 
and  Welfare,  subject  to  the  conditions  set 
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forth  In  paragraphs  1  through  16,  the  author¬ 
ity  for  all  sources  In  the  State  Included  In  the 
list  of  source  categories  noted  below  which 
are  subject  to  the  standards  of  performance 
for  new  stationary  somrces  promulgated  in  40 
CRF  Part  60  as  of  the  date  of  the  request. 
The  ten  (10)  categories  of  sources  are  fossil 
fuel-flred  steam  generators;  Portland  cement 
plants;  nitric  acid  plants;  sulfuric  acid 
plants,  petroleum  refineries,  storage  vessels 
for  petrcdeum  liquids,  secondary  lead  smelt¬ 
ers;  secondary  brass  and  bronze  ingot  pro¬ 
duction  plants;  Iron  and  steel  plants;  and 
sewage  treatment  plants.  Per  your  request, 
authority  to  Implement  and  enforce  NSPS  for 
asphalt  concrete  plants  is  not  covered  by  this 
delegation. 

Delegation  of  authority  to  Implement  and 
enforce  the  NSPS  for  incinerators  is  not  being 
granted  at  this  time  because  the  emission 
limitation  contained  in  Regulation  U,  Section 
TTT.  B. — Standards  for  New  Incinerators 
(0.80  gralns/dscf)  is  less  stringent  than  that 
contained  in  40  CFB  60.63  (0.08  gralns/dscf) . 
EPA  cannot  delegate  authority  iat  NSPS  for 
incinerators  to'  the  State  of  Idaho  until  such 
time  as  the  State  adopts  an  emission  limita¬ 
tion  at  least  as  stringent  as  that  in  40  CFB 
Part  60.  At  that  time,  the  State  must  submit 
a  separate  request  for  delegation  of  authority 
to  the  EPA. 

This  delegation,  pursuant  to  Section  111 
(C)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  43  UJS.C.  1867c-6(c), 
is  based  on  the  following  ctmdltlons: 

1.  Per  your  request,  delegation  Is  granted 
only  for  those  sources  which  commence  con- 
structKm  ot  modification  after  January  1, 
1976. 

3.  Any  source  located  in  the  State  which  Is 
subject  to  NSPS  is  excluded  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Regulation  A,  Section  7,  Variances, 
of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Con- 
teol  of  Air  Pollution  in  Idaho.  However,  in  the 
future.  If  Idaho’s  regulations  are  amended  to 
become  more  stringent  than  the  federal  regu¬ 
lations,  the  State  may  grant  a  variance  from 
the  more  stringent  State  regulation  so  kmg 
as  the  subject  source  complies  with  the  ap¬ 
plicable  federal  regulation. 

3.  The  performance  tests  referred  to  in 
RegulaticHi  U,  Section  n.  B.  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  for  all  sources  subject  to  Regxilatlon 
U,  in  accordance  with  the  time  limitations  of 
Regulation  A,  Section  8.C.6. 

4.  Performance  tests  shall  be  conducted  In 
accordance  with  'the  procedures  set  forth  In 
Part  60  of  Chaptw  1.  Title  40,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regiilatlons  unless  the  Administrator  of 
EPA  or  an  apprc^rlate  EPA  delegatee  ap¬ 
proves  alternate  methods  or  procedures. 

6.  Any  determinatkm  made  by  the  Director 
of  the  Departaoent  of  Health  and  Welfare  as 
outlined  In  Regulation  XT.  Section  n.  A.  8. 
must  be  approved  by  the  EPA. 

6.  Any  sources  constituting  “stationary 
sources”  under  40  CFR  Part  60  which  do  not 
come  within  the  purview  of  the  regulations 
of  the  State  of  Idaho  wUl  be  reg\ilated  by  the 
EPA. 

7.  As  previously  discussed  with  the  Idaho 
Department  of  Health  and  Welfare,  should  it 
be  determined  by  the  State  and  EPA  that  the 
proposed  modification  to  The  J.  R.  Simplot 
Company's  #1  acid  plant  located  near  Poca¬ 
tello,  Idaho,  constitutes  a  new  source,  the 
State  of  Idaho  Department  oi  Health  and 
Welfare  will  assume  the  req>onslbillty  for 
enforcing  the  new  source  performance  stand¬ 
ards  applicable  to  that  add  plant. 

8.  As  previously  agreed  between  EPA  and 

the  Idaho  Department  of  Health  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  in  (wder  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
Section  114(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40 
CFR  eOB,  in  any  where  the  State 

is  unable,  under  its  own  authority,  to  release 
emissions  data  to  the  public,  the  State  Shall 
so  notify  EPA  so  that  EPA  may  take  the 


action  necessary  to  obtain  and  release  the 
data. 

9.  Any  actions  of  an  enforcement  nature, 
including  requests  for  Information  and  en¬ 
forcement  actions  based  thereon,  which 
have  been  initiated  by  EPA  prior  to  this  dele¬ 
gation  shall  be  completed  by  EPA. 

10.  Acceptance  of  this  delegation  of  pres¬ 
ently  promulgated  NSPS  does  not  commit 
the  State  of  Idaho  and  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Welfare  to  request  or  accept 
delegation  of  future  standards  and  require¬ 
ments.  A  new  request  for  delegation  will  be 
required  for  any  standards  not  included  in 
this  delegation  of  authority. 

11.  Enforcement  of  the  NSPS  in  the  State 
will  be  the  primary  responsibility  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Welfai:e.  If  the 
State  determines  that  such  enforcement  is 
not  feasible  and  so  notifies  EPA,  or  where 
the  State  acts  in  a  manner  inconsistent  with 
the  terms  of  this  delegation,  EPA  may  exer¬ 
cise  its  concurrent  enforcement  authOTity 
pursuant  to  Section  113  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended,  with  respect  to  sources  which 
are  subject  to  the  NSPS. 

13.  The  Department  of  Health  and  Wel¬ 
fare  and  EPA  will  develop  a  system  of  com¬ 
munication  sufficient  to  guarantee  that  each 
office  is  always  fully  Informed  and  cturent 
regarding  cmnpliance  status  of  the  subject 
sources  and  interpretation  of  the  regulations. 

13.  The  delegation  to  the  State  of  Idaho 
does  not  Include  the  authority  to  implement 
and  enforce  NSPS  for  sources  owned  or  op¬ 
erated  by  the  United  States  which  are  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  State. 

14.  If  at  any  time  there  is  a  conflict  be¬ 
tween  a  State  regulation  and  a  federal  regu¬ 
lation  (40  CFR  Part  60),  the  federal  regula¬ 
tion  must  be  applied  If  It  Is  more  stringent 
than  that  of  the  State.  If  the  State  is  un¬ 
willing  or  imable  to  iqjply  the  more  stringent 
federal  regpilaticm,  EPA  must  be  so  notified 
by  the  State.  The  Regional  Administrates: 
alll  then  modify  or  revoke  the  delegation  as 
appropriate. 

16.  If  the  Regional  Administrator  deter¬ 
mines  that  a  State  procedure  for  enforcing 
or  Implementing  the  NSPS  Is  Inadequate,  or 
is  not  being  effectively  carried  out,  this  dele¬ 
gation  may  be  reveled  In  whole  or  part.  Any 
such  revocation  shall  be  effective  as  of  the 
date  specified  In  a  Notice  of  Revocation  to 
the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Idaho. 

A  Notice  announcing  this  delegation  will 
be  published  in  the  Fedexai.  Registxb  In  the 
near  futrire.  The  Notice  will  state,  einnng 
other  things,  that,  effective  immediately,  all 
reports  required  from  sources  located  In  the 
State  pursuant  to  the  federal  NSPS  for  those 
categc^es  of  sources  for  which  authority  has 
been  delegated  to  the  State  ot  Idaho  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Stats  of  Idaho  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health  and  Welfare,  Boise,  Idaho, 
as  well  as  the  EPA  Region  X  Office.  However, 
reports  required  pursuant  to  40  CFR  60.7(c) 
(excess  emissions)  will  be  submitted  to  the 
State  Agency  only.  Any  reports  which  have 
been  or  may  be  received  In  this  office  prior 
to  the  publication  of  the  Notice  will  be  for¬ 
warded  to  the  Department  of  Health  and 
Welfare. 

Unless  EPA  receives  from  the  State  writ¬ 
ten  notice  of  objections  within  10  days  of  the 
date  of  receipt  ot  this  letter,  the  State  wlU 
be  deemed  to  have  accepted  all  the  terms  of 
the  delegation  and  the  delegation  will  be  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

Sincerely  yours, 

CLxrroBo  V.  Skitb,  Jr., 

PhJ>^  PJE., 

Regional  Administrator. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  him  by  Uie  Administrator, 


the  Regional  Administrator  notified  the 
Governor  of  Idaho  on  Jime  9,  1975,  that 
the  authority  to  implement  and  enforce 
the  standards  of  performance  for  new 
stationary  sources  was  delegated  to  the 
State  of  Idaho. 

Copies  of  the  request  for  delegation  of 
authority  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  X  OfBce,  1200  Sixth  Ave¬ 
nue,  Seattle,  Washington  98101. 

Effective  immediately,  all  reports  re¬ 
quired  pursuant  to  the  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  for  new  stationary  sources  for 
the  source  categories  listed  In  the  above 
letter  should  be  submitted  to  the  EPA 
Region  X  Office  and  should  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  State  Agency  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  address: 

Department  of  Health  and  Welfare 

Statehouse 

Bolsa,  Idaho  83701 

However,  reports  required  pursuant  to 
40  CFR  60.7(c) ,  (excess  emissions)  should 
be  sent  to  the  State  Agency  only. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  section  111  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-6). 

Dated;  May  10, 1975. 

C.  V.  Sboth,  Jr., 
Regional  Administrator, 
Region  X. 

[FR  Doc.75-16554  FUed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


[FRL  388-6;  OPP-33000/268-369  ] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  Its  Interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticlde  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  provides  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  every  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  Information  shown 
below.  The  labeling  furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  available  for  examination 
at  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  August  25, 1975,  any  per¬ 
son  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  applicant, 
(b)  believes  that  data  he  develoi^  and 
submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October  21, 
1972,  Is  being  used  to  support  an  applica¬ 
tion  described  In  this  notice,  (c)  desires 
to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation  under 
section  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such  use  of  his 
data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his  right 
to  have  the  Administrator  determine  the 
amoimt  of  reasonable  compensation  to 
which  he  is  entitled  for  such  use  of  the 
data,  must  notify  the  Administrator  and 
the  applicant  named  in  the  notice  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  his  claim  by  certi¬ 
fied  mall.  Notification  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  diould  be  addressed  to  the  Infor¬ 
mation  Coordination  Section,  Technical 
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Services  Division  (WH-569),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  401  M  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Every  such 
claimant  must  include,  at  a  minimum, 
the  information  listed  in  the  Interim 
policy  of  November  19, 1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b>  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period, 
the  applicants  against  whom  the  claims 
are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alter¬ 
natives  available  imder  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
August  25, 1975. 

Dated:  June  13, 1975. 

John  B.  Ritch;  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  (OPP-33000/268) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  32427-EU.  Allied  Services, 
Div.  of  AUied  Equities  Corp.,  765  Landess 
Ave.,  MUpitas  CA  95035.  ALTROL  23.8-B 
(L).  Active  Ingredients:  Lithium  salt  of 
bromacU  (6-bromo-3-sec-butyl-6-methyl- 
uracil)  23.8%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  procieeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM25 

EPA  Reg.  No.  5481-161.  Amvac  Chemical 
Corp.,  4100  E.  Washington  Blvd.,  Los  An¬ 
geles  CA  90023.  DURAPHOS  10.3.  Active 
Ingredients:  Alpha  Isomer  of  2-Carbo- 
methoxy-1 -methyl  vinyl  dimethyl  phos¬ 
phate  60%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  11623-1.  Apollo  Industries, 
Inc.,  4480  Frederick  Dr.  SW,  Atlanta  OA 
30336.  AP(XiLO  PERSONAL  INSECT  RE¬ 
PELLENT  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  NN- 
diethyl-m-toluamlde  6.65%;  Other  isomers 
0.35%;  N-octyl  blcycloheptene  dlcarbozlm- 
ide  2.00%;  2,3:4,5-Bis  (2-butylene)  tetra- 
hydro-2-furaldebyde  0.50%;  Dl-n-propyl 
isocinchomeronate  0.50%;  Petroleum  Dis¬ 
tillate  5.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
poUcy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  1022-T7OL.  Chapman  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  PO  Box  9158,  Mallory  Station, 
Memphis  TN  38109.  P^52.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Copper  8-Qulnollnolate  2.50%; 
O-phenylphenol  6.00%.  Method  of  Sup-"' 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  34773-T.  ChemTech  Re¬ 
sources  Inc.,  PO  Box  24440,  Dallas  TX 
75224.  MWK-12  NON-SELECTIVE  WEED 
KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  Monuron  [3- 
(p-chlorophenyl)-N,l  dlmethylurea]  tri- 
chloacetate  12.00%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM25 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4715-GUI.  Colorado  Inter¬ 
national  Corp.,  5321  Dahlia  St.,  Commerce 
City  CO  80022.  TRICHLORFON  GRUB 
AND  LICE  CONTROL.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dimethyl  (2,2,2-Trichloro-l-hydroxyethyl 
phosphonate)  8%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  10270-U.  Contract  Packag¬ 
ing  Cc«p.,  10  West  End  Rd.,  Totowa  NJ 
07512.  LEMON  DISINFECTANT  CLEANER. 
Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30% 


C16,  5%  C12,  5%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  1.6%;  n- Alkyl  (68% 
C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  1.6%;  Sodium  Carbonate 
3.0%;  Tetrasodium  etbylenedianiine  tetra¬ 
acetate  1.0%.  Method  of  Support:  .Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  Republished:  Labeling  claims  changed. 
PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2869-RA.  Crystal  Chemical 
Co.,  101-02  37th  Ave.,  Corona  NY  11368. 
CRYSTAL  ANT  AND  ROACH  POWDER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns  0.40%; 
Piperonyl  Butoxide,  Technical  2.50%;  Pe¬ 
troleum  DlstUlate  3.60%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  pcdlcy.  PM17 

EPA  PUe  Symbol  677-GON.  Diamond  Sham¬ 
rock  Corp.,  Agricultural  Chemicals  Div., 
1100  Superior  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH  44114. 
CHLOROTHALONIL  PLOWABLE  6.  Active 
Ingredients:  Chlorothalonll  (tetrachloro- 
isophthalonitrile)  54.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  13437 — O.  Du  Cor  Chemical 
Corp.,  PO  Box  6086,  Orlando  FL  32809. 
DU  COR  AQUACIDE.  Active  Ingredients: 
Diquat  dibromide  (6,7-Dlhydrop3rrldo) 
(l,2-a:2:l'-C)pyrazidllnlum  dlbromide 
1.85%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM24 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  13437-RE.  Du  Cor  Chemical 
Cixp.,  PO  Box  13298,  Orlando  FL  32809. 
DU  COR  FORMULA  72  WEED  KILLER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Monuron  TrlchlcMX)- 
acetate  (3-(p-chlorophenyl)-l,  1  dimethyl- 
urea  trlchloracetate)  3.19%;  Aromatic 
Petroleum  Derivative  91.67%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM24 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  6009-0.  Eastern  Color  & 
Chemical  Co.,  35  Livingsten  St.,  Providence 
RI  02940.  EASTERN  ECCOCIDE-CW-CONC. 
Active  Ingredients:  Copper-8-Qulnollno- 
late  10.0%.  Method  of  Support;  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM22 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1990-373.  Farmland  Industries, 
Inc.,  PO  Box  7305,  Kansas  City  MO  64116. 
CHEMSTOR.  Active  Ingredients:  Organic 
Acids  (19%  Acetic  Acid,  80%  Propionic) 
99%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Additional  uses.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  270-RRT.  Farnam  Com¬ 
panies,  Inc.,  Box  21447,  Phoenix  AZ  85036. 
DAZZLE  PLUS.  Active  Ingredients:  Py¬ 
rethrlns  0.09%;  Piperonyl  Butoxide  Tech. 
0.18%;  N-octyl  blcycloheptene  dlcarboxi- 
mide  0.30%;  2,3:4,5-bls  (2  butylene)  tet- 
rahydro-2-furaldehyde  0.50%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  10914-G.  Feed  Service,  Inc., 
PO  Box  482,  CaldweU  ID  83605.  TELONE 
C  SOIL  FUNGICIDE  AND  NEMATICIDE. 
Active  Ingredients:  1,3-Dichloropropene 
and  related  chlorinated  allphatlcs  85%; 
Chloroplcrln  (Trichloronitromethane  15%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4584-OL.  Gem,  Inc.,  1  Gem 
Blvd.,  Byhalla  MS  38611.  AEROCOS  GER¬ 
MICIDAL  CLEANER.  Active  Ingredients: 
n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  5% 
C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.6%;  Sodium  Carbonate  3.0%;  Tetra¬ 
sodium  ethylenedlaminc  tetraacetate  1.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  869-RLO.  Green  Light  Co., 
PO  Box  16192,  San  Antonio  TX  78246. 
GREEN  LIGHT  5%  DIAZINON  MANY 
PURPOSE  DUST.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0- 
diethyl  O-  (2-isopropyl -6-methyl-4-pyrim- 
Idinyl)  phosphorothloate  5%.  Method  of 


Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM15 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  14805-0.  Hydrochem  Con¬ 
tinental  Products  of  Texas,  PO  Box  3627, 
Odessa  TX  79760.  TOXSENE-41M.  Active 
Ingredients:  Disodlum  cyanodlthiolmido- 
carbonate  4.90%;  Potcksslum  N-methyl- 
dlthlocarbamate  6.76%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port;  Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of 
interim  policy.  PM33 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2342-OAI.  Kerr-McGee 
Chemical  Corp.,  Kerr-McGee  Center,  Okla¬ 
homa  City  OK  73125.  GRAIN  SORGHUM 
HARVEST  AID  LIQUID  CONCENTRATE  3. 
Active  Ingredients;  Sodliim  chlorate  16.8%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM25 
E3»A  Pile  Symbol  2342-OAO.  Kerr-McGee 
Chemical  Corp.  GRAIN  SORGHUM  HAR¬ 
VEST  AID  LIQUID  CONCENTRATE  5.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Sodium  chlorate  25.6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  p^lcy.  PM25 
EPA  File  Symbol  2342-OAT.  Kerr-McOee 
Chemical  Cwp.  GRAIN  SORGHUM  HAR¬ 
VEST  AID  LIQUID  CONCENTRATE  6.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Sodium  chlorate  29.3%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM26 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  2342-OTN.  Kerr-McGee 
Chemical  Corp.  GRAIN  SORGHUM  HAR¬ 
VEST  AID  LIQUID  CONCENTRATE  4.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Sodium  chlorate  21.3%. 
Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
imder  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM25 
EPA  File  Symbol  21326-0.  Malone  Chemical, 
Inc.,  130  Marlon  St.,  Linden  NJ  07036.  MA¬ 
LONE  NO.  76.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl 
(60%  Cll,  30%  C16,  5%  012,  5%  C18)  di¬ 
methyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  2.25%; 
n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl 
ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides  2.25%; 
Tetrasodium  ethylenediamlne  tetraacetate 
1.00%;  Sodium  Carbonate  3.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM31 
EPA  File  Symbol  7001-EE3.  Occidental  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.,  PO  Box  198,  Lathrop  CA  95330. 
DBCP  15-E.  Active  Ingredients:  1,2-Dl- 
bromo-3-Chlorc^ropane  and  related  Halo- 
genated  C3  Allphatlcs  93.7%.  Method  of 
Suppml::  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM21 
EPA  File  Symbol  1839-TO.  Onyx  Chemical 
Co.,  190  Warren  St.,  Jersey  City  NJ  07302. 
ALGAECIDE  COMPOUND  103.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (C14  60%,  C16  30%,  C12 
5%,  C18  5%)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Ammonium 
Chlorides  2.8%;  n-Alkyl  (C12  50%,  C14 
30%,  C16  17%,  C18  3%)  Dimethyl  Ethyl¬ 
benzyl  Ammonium  Chlorides  2.8%;  n-Alkyl 
(98%  C12,  2%  C14)  dimethyl  1-naphthyl- 
methyl  ammonium  chlorides  monohy¬ 
drate  1.9%;  n- Alkenyl  (90%  C18,  10%  C16) 
dimethYl  ethyl  ammonium  bromide  67.5%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 
EPA  File  Symbol  36476-E.  Orcon,  5132  Venice 
Blvd.,  Los  Angeles  CA  90019.  ORCON 
WOMP’EM.  Active  Ingredients:  Boric  Acid 
98%.  Method  of  Support:  Application  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM15 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  3008-GI.  Osmose  Wood  Pre¬ 
serving  Co.  of  America,  Inc.,  980  Elllcott 
St.,  Buffalo  NY  14209.  Z  WOOD  PRESERV¬ 
ER  1  TO  4  CONCErNTRATE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  Bl8(Trl-n-butyltln)  oxide  1.5%. 
Method  of  Suppix-t:  Application  proceeds 
under  2  (c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM22 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  10279-A.  The  Purdue 
Frederick  Co.,  50  Wash.  St.,  Norwalk  CT 
06856.  PRIODERM-L.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pyrethrlns  0.165%;  Piperonyl  Butoxide, 
technical  2.000%;  Petroleum  distillate 
5.000%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 
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EPA  Pile  Symbol  1027fr-L.  The  Purdue  Fred¬ 
erick  Co.  PRIODERM-50.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Pyrethrlns  0.166%;  Plperonyl  Butox- 
ide,  technical  2.000%;  Petroleum  distil¬ 
late  5.000%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  10279-U.  The  Purdue  Fred¬ 
erick  Co.  PRIODERM.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pyrethrlns  0.333%;  Plperonyl  Butoxide, 
technical  4.000%;  Petroleum  distillate 
5.333%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  imdor  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  29780-0.  Ray-Cbem  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co.,  187  Milton  Ave.,  SE,  Atlanta 
OA  30315.  SANITIZER  DISINFECTANT 
FORMULA  200.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Al- 
kyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  5%  C12,  5%  C18) 
dimethyl  benzyl  anunonium  chlorides  6%; 
n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl 
ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides  5%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  31006-A.  Standard  Sales  Co., 
278  Atlanta  Ave.,  Brooklyn  NY  11201.  DUZ- 
IT  ROACH  AND  ANT  POWDER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Pyrethrlns  0.9%;  Petroleum  Dis¬ 
tillate  3.6%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  \mder  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  31606-L.  Standard  Sales  Co., 
278  Atlanta  Ave.,  Brooklyn  NY  11201.  DUZ- 
IT  ROACH  POWDER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Sodiiun  Fluoride  88.80%;  Pyrethrlns 
00.35%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 

EPA  File  Sirmbol  557-ROEE.  Swift  Chemical 
Ce.,  Ill  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago  IL 
60604.  GOLDEN  VIOORO  WSBD-N-FEED. 
Active  Ingredients:  Dlmethylamlne  salt  of 
8-  (3-methyl-4-chlorophenozy)  prc^lonlc 
acid  0.28%;  Dineethylamlne  salt  of  3,4-<U- 
shlorophaBovyasetle  acid  0.48%;  Dtmathyl- 
asatne  salt  of  Dleamba  (3,6-<!lltfik)To-o- 
anlslo  acid)  0.05%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  3(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM23 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  657-ROEa.  Swift  Chemical 
Oo..  Ill  W.  Jackson  Kvd.,  Chicago  IL 
60604.  GOLDEN  VIOORO  WEED  &  FEED 
16-4-8.  Active  Ingredients:  2,4-dichloro- 
phenoxyacetlc  acid  0.486%;  2-(2-Methyl-4- 
chlorophenoxy)  propionic  acid  0.204%;  Di- 
camba  (3,6-dlchloro-o-anlslc  acid)  0.48%. 
Method  at  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(o)  of  interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  File  Symbol  6769-RNH.  Union  Carbide 
Corp.,  Old  Saw  Mill  Rd.,  Tarrytown  NY 
10591.  DRYDEES  DISPOSABLE  DIAPER. 
Active  Ingredients;  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14, 
30%  C15,  6%  C12,  6%  C18)  dimethyl  ben¬ 
zyl  ammonium  chlorides  0.01095%;  n-Alkyl 
(68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  0.01096%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  7401-ETA.  Voluntary  Pur¬ 
chasing  Groups,  Inc.,  PO  Box  460,  Bonham 
TX  76418.  m-YIELD  LIVESTOCK  SPRAY 
NO.  2.  Active  Ingredients:  Toxaphene 
(Technical  Chlorinated  Camphene  con¬ 
taining  67-69%  Chlorine)  432%;  Mala- 
thlon  (0,0-dlmethyl  dlthlophosphate  of  di¬ 
ethyl  mercaptosuccinate)  4.8%;  Petroleum 
Distillate  24.0%;  Aromatic  Petroleum  De¬ 
rivative  Solvent  19.5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  7401-ETI.  Voluntary  Pur¬ 
chasing  Groups,  Inc.  FERTI-LIME  ANT 
&  ROACH  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0- 
Dlethyl  0-  (2-lsopropyl-6-methyl-4-pyrlml- 
dinyl)  phosphorothioate  0.600%;  Pyreth¬ 
rlns  0.052%;  Plperonyl  Butoxide,  Technical 
0.261%;  Petroleum  Distillate  98.608%. 


Method  of  Support;  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM15 

EPA  File  Symbol  7401-ETT.  Voluntary  Pur¬ 
chasing  Groups,  Inc.  FERTI-LIME  WASP 
&  HORNET  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients: 
0,0-Dlethyl  0- (2-lsopropyl-6-meth3rl-4-py- 
rlmldlnyl)  phosphorothioate  0.600%;  Py¬ 
rethrlns  0.052  % :  Plperonyl  Butoxide,  Tech¬ 
nical  0261%;  Petroleum  Distillate 
98.608%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM16 

Corrected  Items 

The  following  are  corrections  to  the 

list  of  applications  received  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  4887-138.  Stephenson  Chem. 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  '188,  College  Park  GA 
30337.  DURSBAN  2E  INSECTICIDE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Chlorpyrlfos  (0,0-Diethyl 
0-(3,5,6-trlchloro-2  -  pyridyl)  phosphoro¬ 
thioate]  23.80%;  Tetrachloroethylene 
16.00%;  Petroleum  hydroctu-bons  37.30%; 
Xylene  13.36%  (originally  published  as 
13.86%).  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM12  (40  FR  23923) 

EPA  File  Symbol  7969-UA.  Basf  Wyandotte 
Corp.,  100  Cherry  Hill  Rd.,  Parslppany  NJ 
07054.  BASALIN  AN  EMULSIFIABLB  CON¬ 
CENTRATE  PREPLANT  INCORPORATED 
HERBICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Flucho- 
ralin  [N-(2-chloroethyl)  -s4t,a-trlfiuoro- 
2,6-dlnltro-N-propyl-p-toluldlneJ  45.1  %. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Originally 
published  with  incorrect  file  symbol.  PM25 
(40  PR  19677) 

EPA  File  Symbol  257-ONR.  Fuld-Stalfort, 
Inc.,  1354  Old  Post  Rd.,  Havre  de  Grace 
MD  21078.  FULD  HOUSEHOLD  INSECTI- 
CIDB  PRESSURIZED  SPRAY.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  d-trans  Alletbrln  (allyl  homo- 
log  of  Ctnerln  I)  026%;  Plperonyl  butox¬ 
ide,  teebnloal  0.80%;  N-ootyl  blcyclohep- 
tene  dlcarboximlde  0.40%;  Petroleiun  dis- 
tUlate  8.05%.  Method  of  Support.  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  Originally  published  with  Incorrect 
file  symbol.  PM17  (40  FR  23790) 

EPA  File  Sinnbol  11610-1.  Puma  Chemical 
Co.,  3012  S.  Main,  Fort  Worth  T7X  76110. 
TERMICIDE  6-15.  Active  Ingredients:  2.4- 
Dlchlorophenoxyacetlc  Acid  Aklanolamlne 
Salts  (of  the  Ethanol  and  Isopropanol 
Series)  5.31%;  Monosodium  Acid  Meth- 
anearsonate  8.86%  (originally  published  as 
8.66%).  Methods  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM23  (40  FR  24324). 

EPA  Reg.  No.  1471-35.  Elanco  Products  Co., 
Dlv.  Ell  Lilly  &  Co.,  PO  Box  1750,  Indian¬ 
apolis  IN  46206.  ELANCO  TREFLAN  E.C. 
Active  Ingredients:  trlfiuralin  (a,a,a-triflu- 
oro-2,6-dlnltro-N,N  -  dlpropyl-p-tolvildine) 
44.6%  (originally  published  as  4.6%). 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  FM23  (40  FR 
24234) 

EPA  File  Symbol  160-UI.  Anderson  Chem. 
Co.,  Box  1041,  Litchfield  MN  65356  (orig¬ 
inally  published  as  Box  141).  ADINE 
IODINE  SANITIZER.  Active  Ing;redients : 
Butoxy  polypropoxy  polyethoxy  ethanol- 
iodine  complex  12.47%:  Polyethoxy  poly¬ 
propoxy  polyethoxy  ethanol-iodine  com¬ 
plex  (providing  1.6%  tltratable  iodine) 
0.37%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
PM34  (40  FR  22169) 

EPA  File  Symbol  2869-RU.  Crystal  Chem., 
Corp.,  101-02  37th  Ave.,  Corona  NY  11368. 
PINE  ODOR  DISINFECTANT.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Pine  OU  12%;  Oleic  Acid 
(#198)  8.8%  (wlglnally  published  as 

8.3%);  Caustic  Potash — 45%  2%;  Ortho¬ 


benzyl-para-chlorophenol  3.5%;  Isopropyl 
Alcohol  10%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM32  (  40  FR  22586) 

EPA  File  Symbol  8612-IT.  B  &  G  Co.,  PO  Box 
20373,  Dallas  TX  75220.  B  &  G  SYN-PY-2. 
Active  Ingredients:  (6-Benzyl-3-fuTyl) 
methyl  2,2-dlmethyl  -3-  ( 2-methylpropenyl ) 
cyolopropanecarboxylate  2.000%  (originally 
published  as  (5-Benzyl-3-furge  .  .  .));  Be¬ 
lated  oomptounds  0.274%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port;  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM17  (40  FR  22877) 

EPA  File  S3nnbol  4450-GT.  Chemex  Chemicals 
and  Coatings  Co..  Inc.,  PO  Box  6072,  Tampa 
PL  33606.  CHEMEX  FLYING  INSECnCIDE 
SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
0.30%;  Plperonyl  butoxide,  technical 
0.60%;  N-octyl  bicycloheptene  dioarbox- 
imlde  1.00%:  Petroleum  distillate  8.10% 
(originally  published  as  810% ) .  Method  of 
Support;  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM17  (40  PR  22877) 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8469-RE.  Coastal  Ag-Chem., 
1016  E.  Wooley  Rd..  Oxnard  CA  93030. 
OHLORDANE  TERRACLOR  CAPTAN  10- 
10-10  GRANULAR.  Active  Ingredients: 
Chlordane  Tech.  10.0%;  Pentachloronltro- 
benzene  10.0%;  Captan  N-((trlchlorometh- 
yl)thlo) -4-cyclohexene  -  1,2-dlcarboximlde 
10.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
Originally  published  with  incorrect  file 
symbol.  PM16  (40  FR  22301) 

Applications  Received  (OPP-33000/269) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  464-3.  The  Dow  Chem.  Co.,  PO 
Box  1706,  Midland  MI  48640.  DOW  METHYL 
BROMIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Methyl  Bro¬ 
mide  100%.  Method  of  Stipport:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PMll 

EPA  Reg.  No.  246-236.  The  Dow  Chem.  Co., 
PO  Box  1706,  kGdland  MI  48640.  VIKANE 
FUMIGANT.  Active  Ingredtents;  SuMuryl 
99%.  Method  of  Support:  AppUeation  pro¬ 
ceeds  under  2(e)  of  interim  policy.  Repub- 
Ushed:  Added  uses.  PMll 

Ea»A  File  Symbol  13437-RG.  Du  Cor  Chem. 
Corp.,  PO  Box  6086,  Orlando  FL  32809.  LO- 
TOX.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  Chlorate 
11.0%:  Sodium  Metaborate  26.0%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM25 

EPA  File  Symbol  10107-ER.  Harris  Serum  & 
Supply  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  410,  McCook  NB 
69001.  CYTHION  ULV  CONCENTRATE.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Malathlon  95.0%.  Method 
of  Support;  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  interim  policy.  PM16 

EPA  Reg.  No.  10182-7.  ICI  United  States  Inc., 
Agricultural  Chem.  Dlv.,  Concord  Pike  and 
New  Murphy  Rd..  Wilmington  DE  19897. 
PIRIMOR  60  WP  INSECTICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  2-(dlmethyIsmlno)  -6,6-dimeth¬ 
yl -4-pyrlmldlnyl  dlmethylcarbamate  60%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  claims.  PM16 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  3624-RAT.  Nova  Products. 
Inc.,  PO  Box  6086.  Kansas  City  KS  66119. 
NOVA  ROACH  AND  ANT  SPRAY.  Active 
Ingredients:  0,0-Dlethyl  0-(2-l8opropyl-6- 
methyl-4-pyrlmldlnyl)  phosphorothioate 
1.00%;  Pyrethrlns  0.16%;  Technical  Plper¬ 
onyl  Butoxide  0.376%;  Petroleum  Distillate 
83.235%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM16 

EPA  Reg.  No.  7001-50.  Occidental  Chem.  Co., 
PO  Box  198,  Lathrop  CA  95330.  MALA  WET 
25  W.  Active  Ingredients:  Malathlon  25%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  3(c)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  Claims.  PM16 
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EPA  Beg.  No.  7001-^.  Occidental  Chem.  Co., 
PO  Box  198,  Lathrop  CA  953S0.  CTTHTON  5 
EC  (PREMIUM  GRADE  MAUATHION) .  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Malathion  56.4%;  Xylene 
35.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Re¬ 
published:  Added  Claims.  PM16 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  33S76-GU.  Olln  Water 
Services,  Olln  Corp.,  120  Long  Ridge  Rd., 
Stamford  CT  06904.  OLIN  7061.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Sodium  dimethyl  dlthlocar- 
bamate  16.0%;  Nabam  (Dlsodlum  ethylene 
bls-dithlocarbamate)  15.0%.  Method  of 
Suppcwt:  ApplicaticMi  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM33 
EPA  Pile  Symbcrt  33576-GL.  Olln  Water 
Services,  Olln  Corp.,  120  Long  Ridge  Rd., 
Stamford  CT  06904.  OLIN  7040.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Tetrahydro-3,5,  dimethyl -2H-1,- 
3,5,  thladlazlne-2-thl(me  24%.  Method  of 
Support:  ^plication  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  p^lcy.  PM33 
EPA  PUe  SynOxd.  3462-0.  Keith  Slme,  4630 
SW.  Richardson  Dr.,  Portland  OR  97201. 
NCL  LEAFEEIKR  DUST-B.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Iso  butyl  Ester,  of  2,4-Dl- 
chlorophenoxyacetlc  acid  1 .23  % .  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  p^lcy.  PM23 
EPA  Reg.  No.  6720-8.  Southern  Creek  Prod. 
Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  109,  Tampa  PL  3310. 
SMCP  MALATHION  67%  PREMIUM 
GRADE.  Active  Ingredients:  Malathion 
0,0-dimethyI  dltblophosphate  of  diethyl 
merc{^to6ucclnate)  67.0%;  Xylene  34.9%. 
Method  of  SuppOTt:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM16 
EPA  PUe  Symbol  7992-RT.  TNT  Chemicals. 
Inc.,  7301  NW.  77th  St.,  MIAMI  PL  33166. 
TNT  PROFESSIONAL  STRENGTH  FOR¬ 
MULA  PLYING  INSECT  KILLER.  Active 
Ingredients:  (5-Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl 

2J2-dimethyl-3-(2-methylpropenyl)  cyclo- 
propanecaibozylate  0.200%;  Belated  Com¬ 
pounds  0.027%;  d-trans  Alletbrln  (aUid 
hotnolog  of  Clnerln  I)  0.400%;  Belated 
cotx^munds  0.080%;  Aromatic  petroleum 
hydrocarbons  0.265%;  Petroleum  distillate 
6.500%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  undM-  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 

EPA  Beg.  No.  148-866.  Thompson -Hayward 
Chem.  Co.,  PO  Box  2383,  Kansas  City  KS 
66110.  DE-FEND  E-267  DIMETHOATE 
SYSTEMIC  INSECTICIDE.  Active  In¬ 
gredients;  Dlmethoate  (0,0-dlmethyl  S- 
[  N -methylcarbomoylmetbyl  ]  phosphorodl- 
thloate)  30.5%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  3(c)  of  interim 
poUcy.  BepubU^ed:  Added  claims.  PM16 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  20281;  PCC  76-704] 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL  MARITIME 
CONSULTATIVE  ORGANIZATION 

Preparation  of  the  1975  Meeting  of  Govern¬ 
ments  on  the  Establishment  of  an  Inter¬ 
national  Maritime  Satellite  System 

1.  On  December  5,  1974,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  released  a  Notice  of  Inquiry  in  this 
docket  inviting  comments  from  inter¬ 
ested  parties  on  a  number  of  questions 
and  issues  related  to  the  Intergcvem- 
mental  Conference  which  was  held  from 
April  23  to  May  9,  1975,  in  London,  Eng¬ 
land,  to  consider  the  establishment  of  an 
international  maritime  satellite  commu¬ 
nication  si^stem. 

2.  The  Commission  received  10  com¬ 
ments*  in  response  to  its  Notice  of  In- 

^  Comments  were  received  from  American 
Institute  of  Merchant  Shipping;  American 


qulry.  The  Commission  carefully  re¬ 
viewed  these  comments  and  took  them 
into  consideration  in  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  which  were  forwarded  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  concerning  the  posi- 
ti(m  of  the  United  States  at  the  Con¬ 
ference. 

3.  The  recently  concluded  session  of 
the  Conference  discussed  the  basic  issues 
relative  to  the  establishment  of  an  in¬ 
ternational  maritime  satellite  system,  but 
did  not  conclude  its  work.  At  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  session,  the  Conference 
adopted  a  Sessional  Act,*  which,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  setting  forth  the  background  of 
the  Conference,  the  participants  and  the 
issues  discussed,  delineated  the  under¬ 
standings  that  were  reached  at  this  ses¬ 
sion  and  prescribed  the  future  work  of 
the  Conference.  The  actions  taken  by 
the  Conference  were  as  follows: 

(a)  It  was  agreed  that,  “in  order  to  Improve 
maritime  communications,  there  was  a  need 
for  a  worldwide  maritime  satellite  system  and 
also  that  there  wtis  a  need  for  an  Inter¬ 
national  Inter-Governmental  Organization  to 
administer  and  manage  this  system." 
[INMARSAT] 

(b)  It  agreed  on  the  following  principles: 

(1)  “that  any  entity  which  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  by  a  Member  State  to  enjoy  rights  and 
fiUfiU  obligations  In  the  Organization  .  .  . 
shall  be  designated  by  the  Government  of  the 
Member  State: 

(2)  that  an  entity  so  designated  shall  be 
subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  designating 
Member  State; 

(3)  that  any  entity  so  designated  shall,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  designating  Member 
State,  be  competent  and  have  the  powers 
necessary  to  discharge  the  functions  for 
which  it  will  be  responsible; 

(4)  tliat  the  rights,  obligations  and  func¬ 
tions  of  any  entity  so  designated  shall  be 
clearly  defined;  and 

(5)  that  in  the  event  of  default  or  with¬ 
drawal  of  a  designated  entity  the  designating 
Member  State  shall  assume  the  capacity  of  a 
designated  entity,  designate  a  new  entity  or 
withdraw. 

(c)  Adopted  a  Recommendation  “on  the 
Use  of  Ship-Earth  Stations  Operating  in  the 
Bands  1535-1542.5  and  1636.5-16644  MHz 
within  Harbour  Limits  and  Other  Waters 
Under  National  Jurisdiction.”' 

(d)  Agreed  to  reconvene  In  a  second  ses¬ 
sion  of  the  Conference  in  London  frcan  Feb¬ 
ruary  9  to  February  27, 1976.* 

(e)  Established  an  Inter-Sessional  Work¬ 
ing  Group  to  prepare  tar  the  second  session 
of  the  Conference,  and  specified  the  lasues 
the  Working  Group  idKHild  conelder.  The  first 
meeting  of  the  Working  Group  will  take  place 
from  August  4  to  August  6.  1975,  In  London. 

4.  At  this 'stage  of  the  international 
negotiations,  the  Commission  wishes  to 
focus  attention  (xi  a  single  issue — ^namely 
the  designation  of  a  private  commercial 


Radio  As^iatlon,  APL-CIO,  et  ttl.;  Ameri¬ 
can  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company; 
Communications  Satellite  Corporation; 
COMSAT  General  Corporation;  Harris  Cor¬ 
poration  (B.P.  Communications  Division); 
ITT  World  Communications  Inc.;  RCA  Glo¬ 
bal  Communications.  Inc.;  TRT  Telecom¬ 
munications  Corporation;  and  Western 
Union  International,  Inc. 

■A  copy  of  the  Sessional  Act  was  filed  as 
part  of  the  original  document. 

»med  as  part  of  the  original  document. 

*  Resolution  to  reconvene  filed  as  part  of 
original  document. 


communication  entity  to  be  the  U.S.  par¬ 
ticipant  and  investor  in  any  interna¬ 
tional  maritime  satellite  organization 
that  may  be  established.  As  indicated 
above,  the  Conference  has  agreed  upcsi 
the  need  for  an  international  Inter-Gov- 
emmental  Organization  to  administer 
and  manage  a  world-wide  maritime 
satellite  system  and  has  accepted,  in 
principle,  the  concept  that  a  member 
government  will  be  able  to  designate  an 
entity  “to  enjoy  rights  and  fulfill  obli¬ 
gations  in  the  Organization.”  If  the 
United  States  decides  to  Join  INMAR¬ 
SAT,  it  will  designate  a  private  entity  to 
participate  and  to  assume  all  financial 
obligations  to  the  INMARSAT  organiza¬ 
tion,  We  also  believe  it  essential  that  the 
prospective  designated  entity  be  selected 
promptly  so  that  other  nations  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  Conference  will  be  apprised 
of  its  identity  and  be  assured  that  it  will 
be  “ccHnpetent  and  have  the  powers  nec¬ 
essary  to  discharge  the  functions  for 
which  it  will  be  responsible,’’*  and  In 
order  to  permit  the  entity  to  play  a 
meaningful  role  in  the  further  negotia¬ 
tions  looking  toward  the  establishment 
of  INMARSAT. 

5.  A  threshold  issue  in  the  selection 
process  is  to  determine  which  entitles  in 
the  United  States  will  commit  them¬ 
selves  to  participate  and  the  extent  of 
such  commitment.  Several  of  the  car¬ 
riers  indicated  in  a  genersd  way,  through 
responses  to  the  Notice  of  Inquiry  on  this 
Docket,  their  willingness  to  be  partic¬ 
ipants.  However,  for  the  reasons  stated 
above,  we  believe  it  necessary  to  have  a 
firm  commitment  from  any  interested 
party  who  wishes  to  participate,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  to  Indicate  the  extent  to  which 
it  will  be  willing  to  make  a  financial  in¬ 
vestment  in  this  new  organization — 
INMARSAT.  We  recognize  that,  at  this 
time,  many  uncertainties  exist,  both  with 
respect  to  any  such  organization  that 
may  eventually  be  established  and  with 
respect  to  the  entity  which  will  be  desig¬ 
nated  to  pcurticipate  in  INMARSAT. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  assist  parties  who 
may  be  interested,  we  are  setting  forth 
certain  preliminary  assumptions  and 
views  which  take  into  consideration,  in¬ 
ter  alia,  the  responses  previously  filed  in 
this  Docket. 

8.  First,  with  respect  to  INMARSAT, 
we  assume  that  it  will  be  operated  on  a 
commercial  basis;  that  the  designated 
entity  will  be  solely  liable  for  all  finan¬ 
cial  commitments  to  INMARSAT;  that 
the  Investors  will  have  a  voice  in  the 
conduct  of  INMARSAT  commensurate 
with  their  investment;  that  initial  In¬ 
vestment  shares  will  be  negotiated  at  the 
Conference  and  be  based  on  projected 
maritime  satellite  usage;  and  that  con¬ 
tinuing  Investment  will  be  based  on 
actual  usage  of  the  system  after  the  sys¬ 
tem  has  been  in  world-wide  operation 
for  a  specific  number  years.*  It  is  antic- 


'Sm  Pzragriq)h  21(c)  of  the  Sessional  Act. 

•  The  formula  for  calculating  usage  for  In¬ 
vestment  purjwses  will  be  the  subject  of  fur¬ 
ther  negotiations,  and  we  assume  the  for¬ 
mula  finally  adopted  will  constitute  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  basis  for  U.S.  participation. 
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Ipated  Uiat  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  will  Issue  appropriate  instructions 
to  the  designated  entity  with  respect  to 
its  participation  in  INMARSAT  (similar 
to  the  procediures  which  have  been  fol¬ 
lowed  in  INTELSAT) ,  and  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  maritime  services  to  the  public 
will  be  fully  regulated  by  the  Commission 
in  accordance  with  applicable  domestic 
laws. 

7.  Second,  our  preliminary  views  with 
respect  to  ITS.  participation  is  that  a 
single  entity  should  be  designated  as  the 
US.  participant  if  the  U.S.  joins  IN 
MARSAT,  regardless  of  the  number  of 
communications  entitles  that  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  provide  maritime  c<Mnmunl- 
catlons  service  to  the  public  using  the 
prospective  INMARSAT  sateUlte  system. 
We  are  thus  rejecting  the  suggestion 
that  the  U.S.  seek  to  obtain  authority  in 
the  INMARSAT  arrangements  to  desig¬ 
nate  more  than  one  communications  en¬ 
tity  to  participate.  We  believe  that  aU 
U.S.  Interests— public,  private  and  politi¬ 
cal — will  best  be  served  by  designating  a 
single  entity  to  represent  U.S.  interests  in 
the  planning,  negotiation,  and  basic  op¬ 
eration  of  any  international  maritime 
satellite  communications  system  which 
may  evolve.  Purthermore,  any  attempt  to 
designate  more  than  one  entity  could 
seriously  jeopardize  our  efforts  to  assmo 
acceptance  of  our  basic  requirement  that 
U.S.  participation  be  via  a  designated 
private  entity  rather  than  a  govern¬ 
mental  entity. 

8.  It  has  also  been  suggested  that  one 
of  toe  existing  carriers  be  designated  as 
the  U.S.  participant  in  INMARSAT. 
While  we  do  not,  at  this  time,  rule  out 
this  possibility,  we  believe  it  may  have 
serious  drawbacks.  We  anticipate  that 
maritime  c<Hnmunications  service  in  toe 
U.S.  will  continue  to  be  provided  by  sev¬ 
eral  competing  carriers.  In  such  a  com- 
p>etitive  environment,  it  is  questionable 
whether  one  of  toe  cMnpetlng  carriers 
should  be  the  U.S.  designated  entity  In 
INMARSAT. 

9.  Another  possibility  Is  that  toe  U.S. 
participant  be  an  entity  representing  toe 
carriers  which  provide  maritime  satel¬ 
lite  communications  service  to  toe  pub¬ 
lic.  It  has  been  suggested  that  such  an 
entity  could  be  either  a  consortium  of  toe 
carriers  or  a  separate  corporation  owned 
by  them.  While  there  are  many  similari¬ 
ties  in  these  approaches,  questions  have 
been  raised  as  to  whether  a  consortium 
would  be  a  suitable  or  adequate  arrange¬ 
ment,  particularly  since  a  consortium  is 
not  an  "entity”  with  legal  personality. 
This  could  present  significant  problems 
with  respect  to  participation  in  INMAR 
SAT,  e.g.,  signing  an  international  agree¬ 
ment,  providing  assurance  of  financial 
responsibility  and  membership  on  toe 
INMARSAT  Coimcll. 

10.  We  anticipate  that  any  designated 
entity  would  be  primarily  an  interface 
between  toe  carriers  and  INMARSAT; 
that  it  would  provide  representation  on 
the  Council  on  behalf  of  toe  carriers  and 
pursuant  to  appropriate  government  In¬ 
structions;  that  it  would  not  itself  be  a 
carrier  or  a  profit-making  organization; 


that  toe  space  segment  capacity  it  ob¬ 
tained  would  "fiow  through”  to  the  car¬ 
riers  without  additional  charge;  and  that 
each  carrier  would  individually  furnish 
maritime  communications  service  to  the 
public  pursuant  to  tariffs  filed  with  toe 
Comml^lon. 

11.  The  above  assumptions  and  pro¬ 
posals  are  intended  to  stimulate  toe  con¬ 
sideration  of  proposals  as  to  toe  designa¬ 
tion  of  toe  U.S.  entity  to  participate  in 
INMARSAT.  Accordingly,  we  are  inviting 
all  Interested  parties  to  sutoilt  proposals 
concerning  toe  U.S.  designated  entity 
and  to  address  themselves  and  respond 
to  toe  following  Issues  and  questions.  In 
particular,  we  request  toat  parties  inter¬ 
ested  in  financially  investing  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  system  provide  specific  and  de¬ 
tailed  plans  and  responses. 

(a)  If  toe  designated  entity  is  one  of 
the  existing  carriers  now  authorized  to 
provide  maritime  service,  what  should 
be  the  relationship  between  that  entity 
and  other  carriers  providing  maritime 
service?  Should'  that  designated  entity 
be  solely  a  "carrier’s  carrier”  or  toould 
it  also  be  authorized  to  provide  service  to 
toe  public?  What  selection  procediues 
should  be  followed  if  the  Commission  de¬ 
termines  toat  one  of  the  existing  carriers 
should  be  toe  designated  entity? 

(b)  Should  toe  designated  entity  be  a 
consortiiun  or  a  new  corporation?  What 
are  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of 
each?  Who  should  be  eligible  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  any  consortium  or  new  corpora¬ 
tion?  How  should  ownership  be  appor¬ 
tioned  initially?  On  a  long-term  basis? 
What  measures,  if  any,  should  be  taken 
to  preclude  control  of  toe  consortium  or 
corporation  by  one  company?  What 
should  be  toe  arrangements  for  man¬ 
aging  the  consortium  or  corporation? 
What  procedures  should  be  followed  and 
conditions  imposed  to  insure  compliance 
with  the  antitrust  laws,  including  com¬ 
petition  in  toe  procmrement  of  appa¬ 
ratus,  equipment  and  services? 

(c)  To  what  extent  is  your  company 
prepared  to  make  a  firm  financial  com¬ 
mitment  to  Invest  in  INMARSAT  if  toe 
U.S.  designated  entity  is  (1)  a  separate 
corporation,  (2)  one  of  the  existing  mari¬ 
time  carriers,  (3)  a  consortium,  or  (4) 
some  other  tsiie  of  entity.  What  specific 
terms  and  conditions,  if  any,  would  your 
company  place  on  making  such  a  com¬ 
mitment?  What  should  be  toe  minlmrun 
financial  commitment  for  participation? 
Provide  information  demonstrating  the 
ability  of  your  company  to  meet  its  fi¬ 
nancial  commitment,  both  Initially  and 
on  a  continuing  basis. 

(d)  Should  maritime  carriers  not  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  designated  entity  be 
permitted  to  furnish  maritime  satellite 
service  to  toe  public? 

(e)  Should  toe  designated  entity  own 
and  operate,  in  part  or  in  whole,  toe 
earth  stations  in  toe  United  States?  If 
not,  who  should  own  and  operate  such 
earth  stations? 

(f)  What  should  be  the  relationship 
between  toe  designated  entity,  toe 
INMARSAT  system,  and  terrestrial 
maritime  communications  systems? 


12.  In  view  of  toe  Importance  of  se¬ 
lecting  the  designated  entity  at  the 
earliest  possible  date,  it  is  necessary  toat 
Interested  parties  file  their  responses  to 
this  Further  Notice  on  or  before  July  14, 
1975.  In  addition  to  toe  questions  set 
forth  above,  parties  may  Include  in  their 
responses  any  additional  comments  or 
recommendations  which  they  believe 
may  be  helpful  to  toe  Commission  in  toe 
process  of  selecting  toe  designated  en¬ 
tity.  Responses  should  be  filed  piu^uant 
to  §  1.419(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  which  requires,  inter 
alia,  an  original  and  14  copies  of  all 
filings.  All  relevant  and  timely  com¬ 
ments  will  be  considered  by  toe  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Commission  may  also  take 
into  account  other  pertinent  information 
before  it  in  addition  to  toe  responses  to 
this  Further  Notice. 

Adopted:  June  11. 1975. 

Released:  June  17, 1975, 

Federal  Comhunications 
Commission, 

[seal]'  Vincent  J,  Mxtllins, 

Secretray. 

[FR  Doc.75-16526  Filed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  20452] 

INTERCONNECTION  FACILITIES  PRa 

VIDEO  TO  THE  INTERNATIONAL 

RECORD  CARRIERS 

Extension  of  Time  for  Comments 

1.  RCA  Global  Communications  (RCA 
Globcom)  has  requested  a  fourteen  day 
extension  of  toe  dates  established  for 
toe  filing  of  comments  and  replies  in 
toe  above-captioned  proceeding.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  toe  Commission’s  May  7,  1975 
(40  FR.  20853) .  Designation  Order  here¬ 
in,  FCC  75-451,  comments  are  presently 
due  on  or  before  June  12, 1975  and  replies 
on  or  before  June  27,  1975.  In  support  of 
its  request  RCA  Globcom  states  that  es¬ 
sentially  toe  same  staff  assigned  to  this 
proceeding  have  also  been  Involved  in 
toe  intensive  n^rotiations  in  Docket  No. 
20199  which  have  been  taking  place  on 
an  almost  dally  basis  during  toe  period 
May  14  to  May  30.  RCA  Globcom  states 
that  because  such  negotiations  have  been 
so  extremely  time  consuming  there  has 
not  yet  been  sufficient  time  for  RCA 
Globcom  to  give  adequate  consideration 
to  the  matters  at  issue  herein.  RCA  Glob¬ 
com  states  toat  such  extension  is  re¬ 
quired  in  order  for  it  to  sufficiently  ad¬ 
dress  the  matters  at  issue  herein  which 
may  have  serious  Impact  on  the  techni¬ 
cal,  operational  and  financial  aspects  of 
RCA  Globcom’s  international  telecom¬ 
munications  business.  Finally,  RCA  Glob- 
com  states  that  counsel  for  AT&T,  ITT 
WorldCom,  and  WUI  either  support  or 
do  not  oppose  the  requested  extension. 

2.  Upon  consideration  of  the  argu¬ 
ments  made  by  RCA  Globcom  in  support 
of  its  request  for  an  extension  of  time 
we  conclude  toat  it  has  shown  good  cause 
for  an  extension  of  time.  However,  we 
do  not  believe  toe  clrcxunstancee  justify 
the  full  14-day  extension  requested  by 
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RCA  Globcom.  While  the  filing  dates 
herein  are  based  on  the  May  13,  1975 
publication  of  the  Commission’s  Desig¬ 
nation  Order  in  the  Feoxral  Rsgister. 
such  Designation  Order  was  released  by 
the  Commission  on  May  7,  1975.  Thus, 
as  a  practical  matter,  RCA  Globcom  has 
already  had  nearly  an  additional  week’s 
time  in  which  to  consider  the  matters  set 
for  inquiry  by  the  Commission.  There¬ 
fore,  we  believe  only  a  10-day  extension 
is  justified. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant 
to  authority  delegated  under  S  0.303(c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the  date 
on  which  comments  are  due,  originally 
schedtiled  for  June  12,  1975,  is  extended 
to  June  23.  1975  and  the  date  for  filing 
replies,  originally  scheduled  for  June  27, 
1975,  is  extended  to  July  8,  1975. 

Adopted:  June  10,  1975. 

[seal]  Walter  R.  Hinchman, 

Chief, 

Common  Carrier  Bureau. 
[PR  Doc.75-16528  Piled  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


[Report  No.  10812;  Docket  No.  19995;  FCC 
75-702] 

SIMULTANEOUS  NONDUPLICATION 
PROTECTION 

Mountain  Time  Zone 

June  18,  1975. 

The  Federal  Communications  Commis¬ 
sion  has  agreed  to  adopt  network  non¬ 
duplication  rules  for  the  Mountain  Time 
Zone  which  are  identical  to  those  rules 
which  are  in  effect  throughout  the  rest  of 
the  country.  This  decision,  in  Docket 
19995,  followed  the  submission  of  volu¬ 
minous  documents  and  was  taken  follow¬ 
ing  a  special  panel  discussion  before  the 
Commission  meeting  en  banc. 

On  April  11,  1975,  the  Commission  re¬ 
quested  representatives  of  Mountain 
Time  Zone  broadcast  stations  and  cable 
television  systems  to  participate  In  this 
special  panel  dlscussien  In  connection 
with  its  overall  review  of  its  network  pro¬ 
gram  nondupUcation  rules  and  policies. 
On  April  3,  1975,  the  Commission  made 
major  changes  In  Its  nondupUcation 
rules,  but  deferred  action  on  the  question 
of  whether  same-day  network  program 
nonduplication  protection  should  be  pre¬ 
served  in  the  Mountain  Time  Zone.  (Only 
simultaneous  protection  is  required  on 
cable  television  systems  operating  In 
other  time  zones.)  A  separate  proceed¬ 
ing  was  required  for  consideration  of 
Moimtain  Time  Zone  issues  becatise  of 
the  need  tor  additional  factual  data. 

The  Commission  decided  to  rescind  Its 
previous  requirement  that  same-day 
nondupUcation  protection  be  afforded  to 
smaUer  market  television  stations  li¬ 
censed  to  Mountain  Time  Zone  commiml- 
tles  and  carried  by  local  cable  television 
systems  wfaicdi  aim  carry  more  distant 
dupUeatlng  netwmic  stations.  Inlts  place, 
the  Commtasioa.  wiU  require  such  cable 
systems  to  protect  only  simultaneously 
duplicating  xietwork  programming.  How¬ 
ever.  the  Commission  also  indicated  that 
It  wffl  consider  petitions  for  special  relief 
from  Moimtain  Time  Zone  stations  which 
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can  demonstrate  a  special  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  network  programming  protection. 

When  these  new  rules  are  formally 
adopted  In  the  forthcoming  Second  Re¬ 
port  and  Order  In  Docket  19995,  the  Com¬ 
mission  wiU  also  provide  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  the  status  quo  for  those  stations 
now  receiving  same-day  protection  which 
indicate  to  the  Commission  that  special 
reUef  from  these  new  rules  is  required. 
The  right  to  same-day  protection  on 
cable  systems  wUl  be  preserved  while  the 
Commission  examines  the  merits  of  each 
case. 

The  Commission  emphasized  that 
these  rule  changes  will  not  go  into  effect 
until  30  days  after  their  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Federal  Comscuncations 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  MuLLnre, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-16527  Piled  6-24-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  AGING 

SENIOR  SERVICES  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging  was 
established  by  the  1973  amendments  to 
the  Older  Americans  Act  of  1965  (Pub. 
L.  93-29)  for  the  purpose  of  advising  the 
President,  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  the  Commissioner 
on  Aging,  and  the  Congress  on  matters 
relating  to  the  special  needs  of  older 
Americans. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Pub. 
L.  92-463  that  the  Council’s  Senior  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  wlU  meet  on  July  10,  from 
9:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  and  on  July  11,  1975 
from  9  a.m.  to  3  p.m.  in  Room  4563,  Dono- 
hoe  Building,  400  Sixth  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C,  The  agenda  will  con¬ 
sist  of  a  review  of  the  work  plan  of  the 
Study  on  the  Combined  Interrelation¬ 
ships  of  Various  Benefit  Programs  on 
Older  Americans;  and  the  development 
of  recommendations  for  a  national  policy 
on  services  to  the  frail  elderly. 

This  meeting  is  open  for  public  obser¬ 
vation. 

Further  information  on  the  Council 
may  be  obtained  from  Cleonice  Tavanl, 
Executive  Director,  Federal  Council  on 
the  Aging,  Room  4022,  Donohoe  Building, 
400  Sixth  Street.  SW..  Washington,  D.C. 
20201,  telephone:  (202)  245-0441. 

Cleonice  Tavani, 
Executive  Director, 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging. 

June  18,  1975. 

[PB  Doc.75-16496  Piled  6-24-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

QUARTERLY  INDEX  TO  RECORDS 

Determination  and  Order  of  ImpracficabHIty 
of  Publication 

Section  552(a)(2)  of  title  5,  Uhlted 
States  Code,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of 
November  21,  1974  (Pub.  L.  No.  93-602; 
88  Stat.  1561),  requires  each  agency  of 


the  Federal  Government  to  “maintain 
and  make  available  for  public  inspection 
and  copying  current  ibexes  providing 
identifying  information  for  the  public  as 
to  any  matter  issued,  adopted,  or  pro¬ 
mulgated  after  July  4, 1967,  and  required 
by  [section  552(a)  (2)1  to  be  made  avail¬ 
able  or  published.”  In  addition,  each 
agency  must  “promptly  publish,  quar¬ 
terly  or  more  frequently,  and  distribute 
(by  sale  or  otherwise)  copies  of  each 
index  .or  supplements  thereto  unless  it 
determines  by  order  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  that  the  publication 
would  be  unnecessary  and  Impracticable, 
in  which  case  the  agency  shall  nonethe¬ 
less  provide  copies  of  such  index  on  re¬ 
quest  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  the  direct 
cost  of  duplication.” 

Since  July  4,  1967,  the  Corporation  has 
maintained  an  index  of  matters  required 
to  be  indexed  by  section  552(a)  (2) .  The 
index  has  been  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  and  copying,  pursuant  to  §  309.1 
(a)  (3)  (ii) ,  of  the  Corporation’s  rules  and 
regulations  (12  CFR  309.1  (a)  (3)  (11) ) ,  at 
the  Ofllce  of  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation, 
550  17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20429.  To  date,  the  Corporation  h^  re¬ 
ceived  only  a  minimal  niunber  of  requests 
either  for  access  to  or  copies  of  the  index. 

Moreover,  few  of  the  matters  refer¬ 
enced  in  the  index — such  as  routine  final 
opinions  and  orders  issued  in. connection 
with  applications  of  insured  State  non¬ 
member  banks  which  involve  the  iqspli- 
cation  of  statutory  factors  to  particular 
facts  and  circumstances  generally  unique 
to  each  individual  bank — are  of  such 
precedential  significance  as  to  warrant 
the  expense  of  publication  of  the  index 
in  relation  to  its  value  to  the  public. 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  has 
therefore  determined  and  hereby  orders 
that  publication  by  the  Corporation  of 
the  index  pursuant  to  section  552(a)  (2) 
is  unnecessary  and  Impracticable.  Upon 
request,  however,  copies  of  the  index  or 
pertinent  portions  thereof  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  the  direct 
cost  of  duplication. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
Jvmc  19, 1975. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

[seal!  Alan  R.  Miller, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-16532  Piled  6-24-75;  8:46am] 

■  J.  - . - 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FIRST  NATIONAL  AGENCY,  INC. 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  National  Agency,  Inc,,  Wayne. 
Nebraska,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  88.66 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Wayne,  Wayne,  Nebraska. 
The  factors  that  are  consider^  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 
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First  National  Agency.  Inc.,  Wayne, 
Nebraska  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  UJS.C.  1843(c)  (8) )  and 
§  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y,  for  permission  to  retain  voting  shares 
of  the  general  Insurance  agency  business 
operated  by  First  National  Agency.  Inc. 
on  the  premises  of  the  First  National 
Bank  of  Wayne,  Wayne,  Nebraska.  No¬ 
tice  of  the  application  was  pubUshed  on 
May  22,  1971,  in  The  Wayne  Herald, 
a  newspaper  circulated  in  Wayne, 
Nebraska. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  continue  to  engage  in  the 
activities  of  a  general  Insurance  agency 
in  a  town  with  a  population  of  less  than 
5,000.  Insurance  sales  Include  medical 
and  hospital,  credit  life,  hail  and  crop, 
fire  and  casualty,  liability  and  multi¬ 
peril  insurance,  and  surety  bonds.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  S  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  proce¬ 
dures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proFKJsal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  should  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
July  14, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  June  11, 1975. 

[seal]  Robert  Smith,  III 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  DOC.7&-16452  FUed  6-24-76; 8:45  am] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  Intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  June  18,  1975.  See  44  UH.C. 
3512(c)  and  (d) .  The  purpose  of  publish¬ 
ing  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
is  to  inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

The  notice  Includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  recced;  the  name  of  the  agency 


sponsoring  the  prtHxised  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  Information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
FCC  form  are  invited  from  all  Interested 
persons,  organizations,  public  Interest 
groups,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amount  of  time  GAO  has 
to  review  the  proposed  form,  comments 
(in  triplicate)  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  14,  1975,  and  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  Carl  F.  Bogar,  Assistant 
Director,  Office  of  Special  Programs, 
United  States  General  Accounting  Office, 
Room  5216,  425  I  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Of¬ 
ficer,  202-376-5425. 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Request  for  clearance  of  a  new  FCC 
Form  436,  Application  for  a  New  or  Modi¬ 
fied  Common  Carrier  Microwave  Radio 
Station  License,  required  to  be  filed  when 
applying  for  a  new  or  modified  common 
carrier  microwave  radio  station  license. 
It  is  estimated  that  respondent  burden 
would  average  fifteen  minutes  per  re¬ 
sponse.  The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  anticipates  that  approxi¬ 
mately  5,000  applications  will  be  filed 
annually. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 

Review  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-16577  Filed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  and  Approval  of  a  Proposed  Report 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  proposed  report  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  infonnation  from  the  public 
was  received  by  the  Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Staff,  GAO,  on  June  13, 1975.  See 
44  U.S.C.  3512  (c)  and  (d).  The  purpose 
of  publishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  Is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt  and  the  action  taken  by  GAO. 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Request  was  made  for  approval  of  FPC 
Form  No.  69,  “Alternative  Fuel  Demand 
Due  to  Natural  Gas  Curtailments”.  This 
form  has  been  developed  in  cooperation 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Administration. 
FEA  and  FPC  had  reached  an  agreement 
whereby  a  common  form  would  be  devel¬ 
oped  and  FPC  would  send  the  form  to 
interstate  pipeline  companies  and  PEA 
would  send  it  to  all  other  suppliers  of  na¬ 
tural  gas  to  end-users.  PEA  had  stipu¬ 
lated,  however,  that  if,  due  to  adminis¬ 
trative  procedures,  PPC’s  form  was  not 
ready  to  be  mailed  to  respondents  by  a 
certain  date,  FEA  '^ould  send  the  form 
to  all  suppliers  of  natural  gas  to  end-use 
customers.  "FPC  requested  that  GAO.pro- 
vide  emergency  clearance  of  the  form  to 
enable  them  to  meet  FEA’s  deadline.  iTie 
information  to  be  collected  by  this  new 
form  is  necessary  in  order  for  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  FEA  to  determine  the  extent 
to  which  alternate  fuels  may  be  utilized 


to  meet  the  requirements  of  those  emd- 
use  customers  who  will  not  be  able  to  sat¬ 
isfy  their  energy  needs  with  natural  gas 
due  to  the  imposition  of  increasing  levels 
of  curtailment  uix>n  such  customers. 

GAO  has  provided  clearance  of  FPC*s 
Form  No.  69  under  number  B-180228 
(R0206) .  This  clearance  expires  June  30. 
1978. 

Norman  F.  Hetl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.75-16578  FUed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
RESEARCH  PANEL 
Meeting 

June  16,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  provlslixis  of  Uie 
Federal  Advisory  Ccmimlttee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Research  Panel  will  meet 
at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  21,  1975, 
from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  research  grant  appllcatlcms  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  National  Endowment  for 
the  Arts  and  the  Humanities  for  possible 
grant  funding. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  will 
consider  financial  information  and  per¬ 
sonnel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  un¬ 
warranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy, 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  it  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  in¬ 
ternal  views  and  to  avoid  Interference 
with  operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring 
more  specific  information  contact  the 
Advisory  Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  Mr.  John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th 
Street,  NW,,  Washington,  D.C.  20506,  or 
call  area  code  202  382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-16510  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-254  and  50-265] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO.  AND  lOWA- 
ILUNOIS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  UH. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment 
Noe.  14  and  10  to  Facility  Operating 
Lic^ise  Nos.  DPR-29  and  DPR--30  (re¬ 
spectively)  Issued  to  the  Commonwealth 
Edison  Cwnpeny  (acting  for  Itself  and 
on  behalf  of  the  lowa-Hllnois  Gas  and 
Electric  Comixvny)  which  revised  Tech- 
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nical  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Quad  Cities  Units  1  and  2  located  in 
Rock  Island  Coimty,  Illinois.  These 
amendments  are  effective  as  of  their  date 
of  issuance. 

The  amendments  incorporate  provi¬ 
sions  in  the  Technical  l^cifications  to 
require  operability  and  surveillance  of 
hydraulic  snubbers  required  to  protect 
the  primary  coolant  system  and  all  other 
safety  related  systems  and  components, 
in  accordance  with  the  licensee’s  request 
dated  December  11, 1974. 

The  application  for  these  amendments 
dated  December  11,  1974,  complies  with 
the  standards  and  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations.  The  Commission  has 
made  appropriate  findings  as  required  by 
the  Act  and  the  Commission’s  niles  and 
I'egulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which 
are  set  forth  In  the  license  amendments. 
Prior  public  notice  of  these  amendments 
is  not  required  since  these  amendments 
do  not  involve  a  significant  hazards  con¬ 
sideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  these 
amendments  dated  December  11,  1974, 
(2)  Amendment  Nos.  14  and  10  to  Li¬ 
cense  Nos.  DPR-29  and  DPRr-30,  with 
Change  No.  25,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s 
concurrently  issued  related  Safety  Eval¬ 
uation.  All  of  these  items  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Moline 
Public  Library,  at  504  17th  Street  in 
Moline,  Illinois  60265.  A  copy  of  Items 
(2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 


Dated  atBethesda,  Maryland,  this  17th 
day  of  June,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Dennis  L.  Zieiiann, 
Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 


IPR  Doc.  76-16550  Filed  6-24-76; 8 :45am] 


[Docket  No.  70-1113] 

GENERAL  ELECTRIC  CO.  URANIUM  OXIDE 
FABRICATION  FACILITY 

Renewal  of  Special  Nuclear  Materials 
License 

’The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  has  considered  the  re¬ 
newal  of  ^leclal  Nuclear  Materials  Li¬ 
cense  No.  SNM-1097  for  the  General 
Electric  Company’s  UO*  Fabrication  Fa¬ 
cility  located  In  New  Hanover  County  six 
nxHes  north  of  the  city  of  Wilmington, 
North  Carolina.  ’This  license  authorizes 
the  use  of  special  nuclear  material  In  the 
fabrication  of  uranium  dioxide  fuel  to  be 
used  In  commercial  light  water  reactors. 

The  UH.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Dlvlslcm  of  Materials  and  Fuel 
C^cle  Facility  licensing,  has  prepared  an 
environmental  Impact  appraisal  for  the 


proposed  renewal  of  SNM-1097  for  the 
Uranium  Oxide  Fabrication  Facility.  On 
the  basis  of  this  appraisal,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  concluded  that  an  aivlronmental 
impact  statement  for  this  particular 
action  is  not  warranted  because  there  will 
be  no  significant  environmental  Impact 
attributable  to  the  pr(HX>sed  action.  The 
environmental  Impact  appraisal is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  19th 
day  of  June,  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Richard  B.  Chitwood, 
Chief,  Fuel  Cycle  Environmental 
Projects  Branch,  Division  of 
Materials  and.  Fuel  Cycle  Fa¬ 
cility  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.75-16651  FUed  6-24-75;8;45  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  describe  and  make  available  to 
th$  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  3.30,  “Selection,  Ap¬ 
plication,  and  Inspection  of  Protective 
Coatings  (Paints)  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants,’’  describes  practices  acceptable  to 
the  NRC  staff  for  the  selection,  applica¬ 
tion,  and  inspection  of  protective  coat¬ 
ings  for  fuel  reprocessing  plants.  This 
guide  endorses  ANSI  N512-1974,  “Pro¬ 
tective  Coatings  (Paints)  for  the  Nuclear 
Industry.” 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  (listed  below) 
or  (2)  improvements  in  all  published 
guides  are  encouraged  at  any  time. 
Public  comments  on  Regulatory  Guide 
3.30  will,  however,  be  particularly  useful 
in  evaluating  the  need  for  an  early  re¬ 
vision  if  received  by  August  22,  1975. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention;  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be  re¬ 
produced)  or  for  placement  on  an  au¬ 
tomatic  distribution  list  for  single  copies 
of  future  guides  shnuld  be  made  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Ckimmlsslon,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Telq^one  requests  cannot  be  accom¬ 


modated.  Regulatory  Guides  are  not 
copyrighted  and  Commission  approval  is 
not  required  to  reproduce  them. 

Other  Division  3  Regulatory  Guides 
currently  being  developed  include  the 
following: 

Control  of  Stainless  Steel  Welding  iot 
Safety-Related  Ocnnponents  of  Fuel  Re¬ 
processing  Plants 

Ck>rro6ion  Testing  and  Elvaluatlon  of  Metals 
for  Application  In  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Nondestructive  Examination  of  Tubular 
Products  for  Use  In  Fuel  Reprocessing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
CX>ntrol  of  the  Use  of  Sensitized  Stainless 
Steel  for  Components  of  Fuel  Reprocess- 
slng  Plants 

General  Design  Guide  for  Process  Building 
Ventilation  Systems  for  Fuel  Repreoessing 
plants 

General  Fire  Protection  Guide  for  P\iel  Re¬ 
processing  plants 

Standard  Format  and  Content  of  License 
Applications  for  Plutonium  Processing 
and  Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Standard  Format  and  Content  of  License  Ap¬ 
plications  for  Ck>mmerclal  Waste  Burial 
Facilities 

Quality  Assurance  for  the  Design,  Construc¬ 
tion,  and  Operation  of  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Guide  for  Design,  Construction,  and  Opera¬ 
tion  of  Ventilation  Systems  for  Plutonium 
Fuel  Manufacturing  Plants 
Criteria  for  Siting,  Design,  and  Operation  of 
Plants  for  the  Manufacture  of  Mixed  Ox¬ 
ide  Fuels 

Guide  to  the  Preparation  of  Emergency  Plans 
for  Uranium  and  Plutonium  Processing 
and  Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Design  Olterla  for  Spent  Fuel  Storage  Facil¬ 
ities  at  HTOR  Sites 

Guide  for  Design  of  Irradiated  Fuel  Receiv¬ 
ing  and  Storage  Facilities 
Assumptions  Used  tor  Evaluating  hie  Conse¬ 
quences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  in  LWR 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Selection,  Training,  and  Qualification  of  Per¬ 
sonnel  for  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Temporary  Storage  of  High-Level  Liquid 
Waste  at  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Conse¬ 
quences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  In  Fuel 
Reprocessing  Plants 

Assumptions  Used  for  Evaluating  the  Conse¬ 
quences  of  a  Criticality  Accident  In  Pluto¬ 
nium  Processing  and  Fuel  Fabrication 
Plants 

Confinement  Structures  and  Systems  for  Plu¬ 
tonium  Processing  and  Fuel  Fabrication 
Plants 

Emergency  Water  Systems  for  Fuel  Reproc¬ 
essing  Plants  and  Plutonium  Processing 
and  Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Protection  Systems  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants  and  for  Plutonium  Processing  and 
Fuel  Fabrication  Plants 
Design  Basis  Floods  for  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Criteria  for  Gaseous  Radlo€«;tlve  ElBuent  Sys¬ 
tems  at  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Design  Criteria  for  Decommissioning  of  Nu¬ 
clear  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants 
Definition  of  Radloeustlve  Waste  Categories 
Clodes  Applicable  to  Quality  Control  and  Fab¬ 
rication  of  Metalllo  Structures,  Systems, 
and  Components  tar  Fuel  Reprocessing 
Plants 

Administrative  Controls  for  Nuclear  Fuel  Re¬ 
processing  Plants 

Administrative  Controls  for  Nuclear  Fuel  Re¬ 
processing  Plants 
(6  UB.C.  662(a)  ) 

Dated  at  Rockville.  Maryland  this  18th 
day  of  June  1975. 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Mimoctte, 

Acting  Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

(FR  Dooi75-16652  Piled  6-24-76:8:46  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  Is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  Information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  June  19,  1975  (44  U.S.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number(s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  propos^  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  Issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMEIfT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration,  Prospectus 
for  Highway  Safety  Management  Program 
Study,  single  time.  State  and  local  high¬ 
way  agencies  and  safety  offices.  Economics 
and  General  Government  Division,  393- 
3461. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRlCULTUmE 

Economic  Research  Service,  Truck  Broker 

Survey  (Interview  Schedule),  Form  - , 

single  time,  exempt  truck  brokers,  A.  Stras- 
ser,  395-6867. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service: 

Regulations  for  the  National  School  Lunch 
Program,  on  occsislon.  State  agencies  and 
school  food  authorities,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

School  Breakfast  Sc  Nonfood  Assistance 
Programs  Regulations,  on  occasion.  State 
agencies  and  school  food  authorities, 
Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration: 

Part  C,  Handbook  on  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance  for  Workers  Under  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974,  ES-920,  cm  occasion,  TRA  claim¬ 
ants,  Cayw(X)d,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

Employer  Order  Form  (for  Placement  Pro¬ 
cedures)  ,  MA  7-45,  on  occasion,  employ¬ 
ers  using  USES  services.  Strasser,  A.. 
395-5867. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Pr<x:edures 
for  Non-Federal  Navigation  Facilities  (Re¬ 
porting  and  Record-Keeping  Require¬ 
ments).  on  occasion,  owners  of  navigation 
aids,  Caywcxid,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.75-16618  Filed  6-24-76:8:45  am] 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  June  20,  1975  (44  UB.C. 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
rrtease. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Application  of  Electrical  Energy  to  Nontra- 
ditlonal  Uses,  TVA  6281,  monthly,  distrib¬ 
utors  of  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  power 
to  retaU  customm,  Peterson,  M.  O.,  393- 
5630. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education,  Teachers  and  Partici¬ 
pants  Questionnaires  (Students  Criterion 
Referenced  Tests),  OE-419,  OE-420,  OE- 
421,  OE-422,  single-time,  elementary  and 
Junior  high  school  teachers  In  the  project, 
Planchon,  P.,  395-6140. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Survey  of  Hours 
and.  Earnings  of  Selected  Workers  In  Se¬ 
lected  Industries,  BLS  3010E,  single-time, 
nonfarm  business  establishments,  Strasser, 
A.,  396-5867. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  Application 
for  Inspection  Under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946,  OR-301,  on  occa¬ 
sion.  rice  mills,  Marsha  Traynham,  395- 
4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education,  Foreign  Language 
Fellowships  Application  Packet  and  Re¬ 
lated  Pr>nns— NDBA  Title  VL  OE7608, 
annuaUy,  individuals,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
377i 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Motor  Vehicle  Diagnostic  Inspec¬ 
tion  Demonstration  Projects,  semiannually, 
commercial  motor  vehicle  repair  facilities, 
Strasser,  A.,  395-6867. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Statistical  Reporting  Service,  Wool  Sales  and 
Price  Inquiry — New  England,  Louisiana 
and  Idaho,  annually,  wool  co-ops,  pools, 
and  buyers,  Marsha  Traynham,  396-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  East-West  Trade,  Service  Supply 
SL  License  Procedure,  lA  543,  on  occasion. 
U.S.  Commercial  exporters  and  foreign  end 
users,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration: 

Billing  Forms  Transmittal  (Hospital  and 
Medical  Insurance  Benefits,  S8A-1609,  on 
occasion,  hospitals,  home  health  agencies, 
Marsha  Traynham,  396-4529. 

Group  Practice  Plan  Utilization  Listing  of 
Social  Security  Medical  Insurance  Serv¬ 
ices,  SSA-1590,  monthly,  group  practice 
prepayment  plans,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395- 
3443. 

Office  of  Education: 

Preapplication  for  Federal  Assistance  (Con¬ 
struction  Programs) — Non -Commercial 
Educational  Broadcasting  Facilities,  etc.. 
OE-323,  annually,  educational  broad¬ 
casting  station  licensees,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

In.<»tructlons  for  Performance  Report  for 
the  Part  B,  EHA  Sc  PL,  89-313.  ESZA  Pro¬ 
gram  (as  Amended),  OE-9039-2,  an¬ 
nually,  state  agencies,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395-3772. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen. 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.75-16673  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am) 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[812-3821] 

SCHRODER  NAESS  &  THOMAS 

Filing  of  Application  for  Exemption  and 
Order  of  Temporary  Exemption  Pending 
Determination  of  the  Application 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Schroder 
Naess  k  Thomas  (“Naess”) ,  61  Broadway, 
New  York,  New  York,  had  filed  an  iqili- 
catlon  pursuant  to  section  9(c)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“the 
Act”)  for  an  order  exempting  Naess  and 
any  company  of  which  it  is  presently 
an  affiliated  person,  from  the  provisimis 
of  section  9(a)  of  the  Act  and,  without 
prejudice  to  the  Commission’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  such  application,  for  an  order  of 
temporary  exemption  from  section  9(a> 
pending  the  Commission’s  determination 
of  the  application  for  permanent  exemp¬ 
tion.  All  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  a  statement  of  the  repre¬ 
sentations  made  therein  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  below. 

Naess  states  that  it  is  a  division  of 
Schroders  Incorporated,  and  is  an  in¬ 
vestment  advisor  registered  with  the 
Commission.  Naess  serves  as  an  invest¬ 
ment  advisor  to  Naess  k  Thomas  Special 
Fund  (“Fluid”)  and  the  Cheapside  Dol- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  123 — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  25,  1975 


26738 


NOTICES 


lar  Fund  Limited  (“Cheapside”) ,  both 
of  which  are  open  end  investment  com¬ 
panies  registered  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (“the  Act”) . 

On  September  13,  1973  the  Securities 
and  Exchaxige  Commission  commenced 
an  action  pursuant  to  section  21(e)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  against  29  individual 
and  corporate  defendants,  including 
Naess  and  the  Fund,  to  enjoin  violations 
of  section  10(b)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  lOb-5  thereunder  in  connection 
with  the  purchases  of  the  common  stock 
of  Bio-Medical  Sciences,  Inc.  On  June 
17,  1975  a  Stipulation  of  Settlement  was 
entered  into  between  the  plaintiff.  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Elxchange  Commission,  and 
Naess  and  the  Fund  and  thereafter  on 
June  18,  1975  a  Pinal  Judgment  of  Per¬ 
manent  Injunction  by  Consent  and  Or¬ 
der  of  Disgorgement  and  Restitution  (the 
“Judgment”)  was  entered  in  the  action 
permanently  enjoining  Naess  and  the 
Fund  from  using  material  non-public 
corporate  Information  in  connection 
w’ith  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  secu¬ 
rities  of  Bio-Medical  Sciences,  Inc.  in 
violation  of  section  10(b)  and  Rule  10b- 
5  and  ordering  the  payment  of  the  svun 
of  $3,900  plus  interest  to  certain  parties, 
representing  disgorgement  of  profits  re¬ 
alized  in  connection  with  the  purchase 
and  sale  of  securities  of  Bio-Medical  Sci¬ 
ences,  Inc. 

Section  9(a)(2)  of  the  Act,  as  here 
pertinent,  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  per¬ 
son  who,  by  reason  of  any  misconduct, 
is  permanently  or  temporarily  enjoined 
hy  order.  Judgment,  or  decree  of  aay 
court  of  eompetent  jurisdiction  frmu  en¬ 
gaging  in  or  continuing  any  conduct  or 
practice  in  connection  with  the  pur- 
chftse  or  sale  of  any  security  to  serve  or 
act  in  the  capacity  of  employee,  officer, 
director,  member  of  advisory  board,  in¬ 
vestment  adviser  or  depositor  of  any 
registered  Investment  company  or  prin¬ 
cipal  imderwriter  for  any  registered 
open-end  company,  registered  unit  in¬ 
vestment  trust,  or  registered  face  amoimt 
certificate  company.  Section  9(a)(3) 
makes  it  unlawful  for  a  company,  any 
affdiated  person  of  which  is  ineligible 
by  reason  of  section  9(a)(2),  to  serve 
or  act  in  the  enumerated  capacities. 

Section  9(c)  provides  that  upon  appli¬ 
cation  the  Commission  by  order  shall 
grant  an  exemption  from  the  provisions 
of  section  9(a)  either  imconditionally  or 
on  an  appropriate  temporary  or  other 
conditional  basis,  if  it  is  established  that 
the  prohibitions  of  section  9(a),  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  Naess  and  the  Fund  are  un- 
dtily  or  disproportionately  severe  or  that 
the  conduct  of  such  person  has  been  such 
as  not  to  make  it  against  the  public  in¬ 
terest  or  protection  of  investors  to  grant 
such  application. 

Naess  submits  pursuant  to  section  9(c) 
that  the  prohibitions  of  section  9(a)  of 
the  Act,  to  the  extent  applicable  by  vlr- 
the  of  the  entry  of  the  Final  Judgment 
of  Permanent  Injunction  by  Consent  and 
Order  of  Disgorgement  and  Restitution 
would  be  unduly  and  disproportionately 
severe  as  applied  to  Naess  and  that  the 
conduct  of  Naess  has  been  such  as  not  to 
TWftjfft  It  against  the  public  interest  or 


the  protection  of  investors  for  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  grant  a  permanent  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  section  9(a)  of 
the  Act.  In  support  thereof  Nsiess  states: 

(1)  The  prohibition  of  section  9(a) 
would  deprive  the  Fund  and  Cheapside 
and  their  approximately  683  sharehold¬ 
ers  of  the  services  of  their  respective  in¬ 
vestment  advisors. 

(2)  The  activities  of  Naess  with  regard 
to  the  sale  of  Bio-Medical  Sciences,  Inc., 
were  for  the  benefit  of  ttie  Fxmd  and  not 
for  the  direct  pecuniary  benefit  of  Naess 
and  there  was  no  intent  to  violate  the 
law. 

(3)  In  compliance  with  the  terms  of 
the  Judgment  entered  against  Naess  and 
the  Fund  in  this  action,  Naess  has  dis¬ 
tributed  to  its  security  analysts,  portfolio 
managers  and  any  other  personnel  exer¬ 
cising  investment  discretion  a  formal 
written  statement  of  policy  with  respect 
to  the  receipt  and  use  of  material  non¬ 
public  information  and  has  undertaken 
to  implement  and  supervise  its  employ¬ 
ees’  compliance  with  this  policy. 

(4)  The  employees  of  Naess  who 
caused  the  Fimd  to  purchase  the  stock  of 
Bio-Medical  Sciences,  Inc.  while  allegedly 
in  possession  of  material  non-public  in¬ 
formation  are  no  longer  in  the  employ 
of  Naess. 

(5)  Naess  has  never  before  been  re¬ 
quired  to  apply  for  an  exemption  from 
the  iMwislons  of  section  9(a)  of  the  Act. 

(6)  "nie  ap>plication  of  the  law  regard¬ 
ing  the  nature  and  prescribed  \ises  of 
material  inside  information  Is  complex 
and  uncertain. 

Tloe  Coaunlesion  has  considered  the 
matter  and  finds  that: 

(1)  the  prohibitions  of  section  9(a) 
might  be  imduly  or  disproportionately 
severe  as  applied  to  Naess  in  that  the 
conduct  of  Naess  has  been  such  as  not  to 
make  it  against  the  public  interest  or 
protection  of  investors  to  grant  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  temporary  exemption  from 
section  9(a)  p>ending  determination  of 
the  application,  and 

(2)  in  order  to  maintain  the  uninter¬ 
rupted  management  of  investment  com¬ 
panies  under  the  management  of  Naess 
it  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  Intended  by  the  policy  and  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  that  the  temporary  or¬ 
der  be  Issued  forthwith. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
section  9(c)  of  the  Act  that  Naess  and 
any  company  of  which  it  is  presently  an 
affiliated  person  be  and  they  are  hereby 
temporarily  exempted  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  9(a)  of  the  Act,  operative 
as  a  result  of  the  entry  of  the  injunction 
against  Naess  and  the  Fund  in  “Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  v.  P.  L. 
Salomon  &  Co.,  et  al.”,  pending  deter¬ 
mination  by  the  Commission  of  Naess’s 
application  for  an  order  imconditionally 
exempting  it  and  any  company  of  which 
it  is  presently  an  affiliated  person  from 
the  provisions  of  section  9(a)  operative 
as  a  result  of  the  entry  of  such  Injunc- 
tl(m. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  11. 


1975,  at  5:30  p.m.  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the  is¬ 
sues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  contro¬ 
verted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be  noti¬ 
fied  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Se- 
ciurities  and  Exchange  (Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Naess,-  care  of 
Messrs.  Jacobs  Persinger  &  Parker,  Rus¬ 
sell  P.  Duncan,  Esq.,  70  Pine  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10005.  Proof  (rf  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  the  case  of  an 
attorney-at-law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided 
in  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order  dls- 
PKwing  of  the  Applicatiem  herein  may  be 
Issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis 
of  the  information  stated  in  said  applica¬ 
tion,  unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon 
said  application  shall  be  Issued  upon  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  mo¬ 
tion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered 
will  receive  notice  of  further  development 
in  this  matter,  including  th*  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  SfiniLEY  1.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.76-16491  FUed  6-24-75;8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Proposed  License  No.  06/06-0178] 

TAX-INVESTMENTS  CONCEPTS,  INC. 

Application  for  a  License  To  Operate  as  a 
Small  Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA)  pursuant 
to  S  107.102  of  the  regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  comp>anies  (13 
CFR  107.102  (1975)),  under  the  name 
Tax-Investments  Concepts,  Inc.,  2200 
Classen  Boulevard,  Suite  550  Citizens 
Tower,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73106, 
for  a  license  to  operate  as  a  small  busi¬ 
ness  investment  company  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the  Act)  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder. 

The  proposed  officers  and  directoi-s  are 
as  follows: 

William  T.  Daniel,  3112  Astoria,  Oklahoma 
City.  Okla.  73122,  President,  Director. 
Grant  E.  Regranee,  410  Northwest  20,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  Senior  VJ*.,  Director. 

William  Gregory  Cunningham,  2744  Ply¬ 
mouth  Lane,  Oklahoma  (31ty,  Okla.  73120, 
Vice  President. 

Billy  Eugene  Haney,  3744  NW.  36  No.  110, 
Oklahoma  City,  CMtla.  73112,  Vloe  President. 
Letha  M.  Davis.  11032  NW.  114,  Surrey  Hills, 
Yukon,  Okla.  73099,  Secretary,  Treasurer, 
Director. 
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The  corporation  will  have  two  classes 
of  stock:  Class  A  Common  (voting),  and 
Class  B  Common  (non-voting).  SBA,  in 
this  instance,  requires  that  the  Initial 
capitalizaticm  of  the  company  be  at  least 
$300,000. 

The  applicant  will  conduct  its  opera¬ 
tions  principally  in  the  State  of  (%la- 
homa  and  in  other  areas  within  the 
United  States  and  its  territories  and  pos¬ 
sessions  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  SBA.  A  diversified  investment 
policy  will  be  maintained. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  application  include  the  gen¬ 
eral  business  reputation  and  character 
of  shareholders  and  management  and  the 
probability  of  successful  operations  of 
the  new  company  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  and  regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  on  or  before  July  10, 
1975  submit  to  SBA,  in  writing,  relevant 
comments  on  the  proposed  licensing  of 
this  company.  Any  such  communications 
should  be  addressed  to:  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Finance  and  Investment, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  “L" 
Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
by  the  proposed  Licensee  in  a  newspaper 
of  general  circulation  in  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma. 

Dated:  June  16, 1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.76-16643  PUed  6-24-76:8:45  am) 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1148] 

NORTH  CAROLINA 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Mecklenburg  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  North  Carolina  con¬ 
stitute  a  disaster  area  because  of  damage 
resulting  from  fiash  flooding  and  heavy 
rains  on  May  30,  1975.  Eligible  persons, 
firms  and  organizations  may  file  applica¬ 
tions  for  loans  for  physical  damage  until 
the  close  of  business  on  August  18,  1975, 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  March  17,  1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  222  South  Church  Street,  Charlotte, 

North  Carolina  28202. 

or  Other  locally  annoimced  locations. 

Dated:  June  17, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-16544  Filed  6-24-76:8:46  am] 

WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 
STANDING  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  committee  meeting: 

Name:  Standing  State  Advisory  Committee 
(8SAC) . 

Date:  July  9,  1975. 


Place:  Lower  Level  Conference  Boom. 
Lower  Level,  Gelman  Building,  2120  L  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20037. 

Time:  2  p.m.  until  4:30  p.m. 

Proposed  agenda:  (1)  Discussion  of  WRC 
draft  report  entitled:  A  Unified  National 
Program  for  Flood  Plain  Management 
(UNPPPM).  (2)  Discussion  of  WRC  “Water 
for  Energy”  program.  (3)  Discussion  of  po¬ 
tential  Interstate  Conference  on  Water  Prob¬ 
lems/Water  Resources  Council  meeting. 

Purpose  of  Meeting: 

The  SSAC  membership  consists  of  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  Interstate 
Conference  on  Water  Problems  (ICWP). 
The  function  of  the  SSAC  is  to  further 
the  WRC  policy  of  close  cooperation  be¬ 
tween  the  Council  and  the  States  in  plan¬ 
ning  for  use  of  the  Nation’s  water  and 
related  land  resources. 

In  accordance  with  Section  1302(c)  of 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Pub.  L.  90-448),  the  UNPFPM  report 
sets  out  a  conceptual  framework  for  a 
unified  national  program  for  fiood  plain 
management.  As  much  of  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  fiood  plain  management  rests 
with  the  States,  discussion  of  this  report 
provides  the  invaluable  input  of  State 
viewpoint,  an  integral  part  of  a  compre¬ 
hensive  approach  towards  solving  the 
problems  of  the  Nation’s  fiood  plains. 

The  second  agenda  item  similarly  will 
afford  State  input  with  regard  to  the 
Council’s  “Water  for  Energy”  program. 
Sr>ecificall3r,  the  SSAC  will  be  asked  to 
make  recommendations  on  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  a  program  to  assist  in  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  section  13  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Non-nuclear  Energy  Research  and 
Development  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
577).  Section  13  contains  provisions 
whereby  the  WRC  would  assess  water 
resource  requirements  and  supply  avail¬ 
abilities  including  environmental,  social, 
and  economic  Impacts. 

The  third  item  on  the  agenda  provides 
for  a  discussion  of  a  potential  ICWP/ 
WRC  meeting  tentatively  scheduled  to  be 
held  in  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  the  week  of 
October  13th.  Discussion  will  focus 
around  the  agenda  for  the  proposed 
meeting. 

The  meeting  of  the  Standing  State  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  (SSAC)  is  open  to  the 
public.  Public  attendance  depending  on 
available  space,  may  be  limited  to  those 
persons  who  have  notified  the  SSAC 
Committee  Management  Officer  in  writ¬ 
ing,  at  least  5  days  prior  to  the  meeting, 
of  their  intention  to  attend  the  July  9 
meeting. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Committee 
before,  during  or  after  the  meeting.  To 
the  extent  that  time  permits,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  Chairman  may  allow  public  pres¬ 
entation  of  oral  statements  at.  the 
meeting. 

All  communications  regarding  the 
SSAC  should  be  addressed  to  Richard 
N.  Vannoy,  Assistant  Director,  Water  Re¬ 
sources  Council,  SSAC  Committee  Man¬ 
agement  Officer,  2120  L  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D,C.  20037. 

Warren  D.  Fairchild, 
Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-16545  Filed  6-24-76;  8:46aml 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Insurance  Administration 
[Docket  No.  N-75-376J 
NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

Flood-Prone  Areas  of  Communities  Subject 
to  July  1,  1975;  Prohibition  of  Federal 
and  Federally  Related  Assistance 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  provide  I 
a  list  of  communities  that  contain  areas  | 
of  special  flood  hazard  potentially  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  section  202  of 
the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234)  on  July  1. 1975,  and 
to  provide  a  convenient  reference  for  in¬ 
terested  persons,  communities,  federal 
agencies  and  instrumentalities,  and 
others  involved  in  assuring  compliance 
\^7th  that  section. 

Section  202  provides  that  effective 
July  1,  1975,  federal  agencies  and  feder¬ 
ally  supervised,  approved,  insured,  or  reg¬ 
ulated  lending  institutions  are  prohibited 
from  providing  flnancial  assistance  or 
making  loans  for  acquisition  or  construc¬ 
tion  purposes  in  areas  which  (a)  have 
been  designated  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  as 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  for  at  least 
one  year;  and  (b)  are  in  communities 
which  are  not  participating  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128). 

Each  of  the  communities  listed  below 
received  notice  of  its  designation  as 
flood-prone  prior  to  July  1,  1974,  and 
legal  notice  was  furnished  of  siich  desig¬ 
nation  by  publication  under  Part  1915  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  in  the  Federal  Register.  These 
cmnmunities  have  failed  to  provide  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  with  { 
sufficient  technical  or  scientific  data  to 
rebut  their  designati<m  as  flood  prone. 
Thus,  the  sanctions  of  section  202  aiwly 
until  the  community  participates  in  the 
program. 

In  order  to  continue  federal  or  feder¬ 
ally  related  assistance  or  lending  in  Its 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  a  community 
must  i4>ply  for  and  be  made  eligible  for 
participation  In  the  program  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  24  CFR  Parts  1909  to  1920. 
Communities  may  receive  assistance  In 
applying  for  participation  by  contacting 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
451  Seventh  6t..  8W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410,  (202)  755-5581,  or  its  toll-free 
nundiers  800-424-0872  or  800-424-8873. 

Communities  on  this  list  may  be  made 
eligible  to  participate  in  the  program 
after  the  date  of  publlcatlcm  of  this  list. 
Such  eligibility  will  be  puUidied  perlodl- 
cally  in  the  Federal  I^ister  under  24 
C7FR  1914.4  List  of  eligible  commimlties. 
At  that  point  the  sanctions  of  aectioai 
202  will  no  longer  apply  to  such  oom- 
■munities. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

States 

Alabama 

Date  of 
tAentification 

Altoona,  town  of  (Etowah 

County) _ May  17,  1074 

Attalla,  cUj  ct  (Btowah 
County)  _ _  Dec.  28.  1078 


Alabama — Continued 


AutaugaTille.  town  of  (Au¬ 
tauga  County) _ 

Brighton,  town  of  (Jefferson 

County) _ 

Collinsville,  town  of  (De  Kalb 

County)  _ 

Cordova,  city  of  (Walker 

County) _ 

Cottonwood,  town  of  (Hous¬ 
ton  County) _ 

Demopolls,  city  of  (Marengo 

County) _ 

East  Brewton,  town  of  (Es¬ 
cambia  County) _ 

Flomation,  town  of  (Escam¬ 
bia  (bounty) _ 

Fultondale,  city  of  (Jefferson 

Cknmty) _ 

Oadsden,  city  of  (Etowah 

County) _ 

Crantt,  town  of  (Covington 

County) _ 

Irondale,  town  of  (Jefferson 

County) _ 

Lipscomb,  town  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Mount  Vernon,  town  of  (Mo¬ 
bile  County) _ 

OdenvUle,  town  of  (St.  Cffair 

County) _ 

Piedmont,  city  of  (Calhoun 

County) _ 

Ragland,  town  of  (St.  Clair 

County) _ 

Southside,  town  of  (Etowah 

County) _ 

VaUey  Head,  town  of  (De 

Kalb  Coun^) _ 

Wadley,  city  of  (Randolph 

Coxmty) _ 

Weaver,  city  of  (Calhoun 
County) _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

June  7.  1974 

May  10.  1074 

May  17,  1974 

May  31.  1974 

May  17,  1974 

June  7.  1074 

Nov.  23,  1973 

Do. 

May  24,  1974 
March  8,  1974 
June  7,  1974 
Do. 

Jime  14,  1974 
Dec.  17,  1073 
May  24.  1074 
June  7,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
Dec.  7,  1973 
May  3.  1074 
May  17.  1074 
Nov.  30,  1973 


Total 


23 


Alaska 


Dillingham,  city  of  (Bristol 

Bay  Borough) _ 

Haines,  city  of  (Haines  Bor¬ 
ough)  — 
Honnah,  city  of  Lynn  Canal- 

Icy  Straits  Borough) _ - 

Ketchikan,  dty  of  (Oateway 

Borough)  _ _ 

Soldotna,  city  of  (Kenai  Pen¬ 
insula  Borough) _ 

Total  . . 


May  31,  1974 
Do. 


June  7,  1974 

May  24.  1074 

June  14.  1974 
6 


Arisona 

Avondale,  city  of  (Maricopa 

County) _  Peb.  16.  1974 

Benson,  town  of  (Cochise 

County) _  Jan.  16,  1974 

El  Mirage,  town  of  (Maricopa 

County) _  Peb.  16.  1974 

Florence,  town  of  (Pinal 

County) _  May  8,  1974 

Goodyear,  town  of  (Maricopa 

County)  _ _ Mar.  16,  1074 

Kearny,  town  of  (Pinal 

County) _  Nov.  80,  1978 

Mammoth,  town  of  (Pinal 

County)  _  Dec.  7,  1973 

Parker,  town  of  (Tuma 

County) -  May  17,  1974 

Show  Low,  dty  of  (Navajo 

County) - -  June  7,  1974 

Taylor,  town  of  (Navajo 

County) -  May  17,  1074 

Wlnkleman.  town  of  (GUa 

County) _ Jan.  23,  1974 

TUma,  dty  of  (Tuma 

County) - Apr.  12.  1974 

Total  _ _  12 


Arkansas 


Althelmer,  city  of  (Jefferson 

Coimty)  _ _ 

Bald  Knob,  city  of  (White 

County)  _ 

Beebe,  city  of  (White 

County)  - 

Benton,  city  of  (Saline 

County)  - 

Calico  Rock,  city  of  (Izard 

County)  _ 

Carthage,  city  of  (Dallas 

County)  _ 

Clarksville,  city  of  (Johnson 

County)  _ 

Cotter,  city  of  (Baxter 

County)  _ 

Farmington,  city  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  County) _ 

Flippin,  city  of  (Marion 

County)  _ 

Foreman,  city  of  (Little 

River  County) _ 

Hope,  city  of  (Hempstead 

County)  _ 

Hughes,  city  of  (St.  Francis 

County)  _ 

Humphrey,  city  of  (Arkansas 
and  Jefferson  Counties)  _ 
Imboden,  town  of  (Lawrence 

County)  _ 

Joiner ,  city  of  (Mississippi 

County)  _ 

Keissa,  city  of  (Mississippi 

County)  _ 

Kensett,  city  of  (White 

County)  _ 

Mansfield,  city  of  (Scott  and 

Sebastian  Counties) _ 

McCrory,  dty  of  (Woodruff 

County)  _ 

McRae,  dty  of  (White 

County)  _ 

Montrose,  town  of  (Ashley 

Coimty)  _ 

Mountalnburg,  town  of 

(Crawford  County) _ 

Newark,  dty  of  (Independ¬ 
ence  County) _ 

Oil  Trough,  dty  of  (Inde¬ 
pendence  County) _ 

Parkdale,  dty  of  (Ashley 

County)  _ 

Rlson,  dty  of  (Cleveland 

County)  _ _ _ 

Rusaellvllle,  dty  of  (Pope 

County) _ _ 

Stamps,  town  of  (Lafayette 

County)  _ _ _ 

Wabbaseka,  city  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ _ _ _ _ 

Waldo,  dty  of  (Columbia 

County)  _ 

Wynne,  dty  of  (Cross 

County)  _ 

Tellvllle,  dty  of  (Marlon 

County)  _ _ 

Total _ 


CaUfomia 

Alameda,  city  of  (Alameda 

County)  _ 

Alturas,  dty  of  (Modoc 

County)  _ 

Beaumont,  dty  of  (Riverside 

County)  _ _ _ _ _ 

Blflbop,  dtf  of  (Inyo 

County) _ 

Oalezloo,  ctW  (ImpMlal 

Coimty)  - - 

Cal4)atrla,  dty  of  (Imperial 

County)  _ _ _ 

Capltola.  dty  of  (Santa  Cruz 

County) _ _ — 

Carlsbad,  dty  of  (San  Diego 
County)  _ _ _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

May  10. 1974 

Mar.  8,  1074 

Do. 

Nov.  16.  1973 
Mar.  22,  1974 
Mar.  8.  1974 
Nov.  30,  1973 
June  14,  1974 
Apr.  12.  1974 
June  7,  1974 
Mar.  1,  1974 
Jan.  23,  1974 
Oct.  12,  1973 
May  3, 1974 
Do. 

May  17,  1974 
Do. 

Oct.  13,  1973 
Mar.  16,  1974 
Mar.  29,  1974 
Mar.  8.  1974 
May  3, 1974 
Do. 

Mar.  16.  1974 
Mar.  22,  1974 

Mar.  29.  1974 
Mar.  8.  1974 
July  8,  1970 
Jan.  23,  1974 
May  10, 1974 
Apr.  5,  1974 
Mar.  22.  1974 
Nov.  30,  1973 


May  24,  1974 
May  31,  1974 
Apr.  6, 1974 
June  7.  1974 
Feb.  1. 1974 
Apr.  12, 1974 
May  17. 1974 
May  81.  1974 
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California — Continued 
,  Date  of 

Identification 


Coachella,  city  of  (Riverside 

County)  _ 

Cupertino,  city  of  (Santa 

Clara  County) _ 

Daly  City,  city  of  (San  Mateo 

County)  _ 

Delano,  city  of  (Kern 

County)  _ 

Desert  Hot  Springs,  city  of 

(Riverside  County) _ 

Dixon,  city  of  (Solano 

County)  _ 

El  Centro,  city  of  (Imperial 

County)  _ 

Emeryville,  city  of  (Alameda 
Coimty)  _ • _ 


May  17,  1974 
Feb.  16,  1974 
Feb.  22,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
Do. 

Mar.  16,  1974 

Feb.  1,  1974 

Apr.  12.  1974, 
and  Dec.  13, 
1973 


Etna,  city  of  (Slsklyoo 

County)  _ 

Exeter,  city  of  (Tulare 

County)  _ 

Oalt,  city  of  (Sacramento 

County)  _ 

Gonzales,  city  of  (Mon^rey 

County)  _ 

Grass  Valley,  city  of  (Nevada 

County)  _ 

Grldley,  city  of  (Butte 

County)  _ 

Guadalupe,  city  of  (Santa 

Barbara  County) _ 

Half  MoOn  Bay,  city  of  (San 

Mateo  County) _ 

Holtvllle,  city  of  (Imperial 

County)  _ 

Hughson,  city  of  (Stanislaus 

County)  _ 

Huron,  city  of  (Fresno 

County)  _ 

Indio,  city  of  (Riverside 

County)  _ 

lone,  city  of  (Amador 

County)  _ 

La  Palma,  city  of  (Orange 

County)  _ 

Maricopa,  city  of  (Kern 

County)  _ 

Mendota,  city  of  (Fresno 

County)  _ 

Monte  Sereno.  city  of  (Santa 

Clara  County) _ 

Morgan  Hill,  dty  of  (Santa 

Clara  Coimty) _ 

Napa,  city  of  (Napa 

County)  _ 

Oceanside,  city  of  (San  Diego 

County)  _ 

Orange  Cove,  city  of  (Fresno 

County)  _ _ 

Pinole,  city  of  (Contra  Costa 

County)  _ 

Placervllle,  dty  of  (El  Do¬ 
rado  County) _ 

Rancho  Mirage,  dty  of  (Riv¬ 
erside  County) _ 

Rio  Dell,  city  of  (Humboldt 

County)  _ 

Riverbank,  city  of  (Stanis¬ 
laus  County) _ 

Ban  Bruno,  city  of  (San 

Mateo  County) _ 

San  Clemente,  city  of'  (Or¬ 
ange  County) - 

San  Jacinto,  city  of  (River¬ 
side  County) _ 

San  Joaquin,  city  of  (Fresno 

County)  - 

San  Juan  Bautista,  dty  of 

(San  Benito  County) _ 

San  Juan  Capistrano,  city  of 

(Orange  County) - 

Santa  Cruz,  city  of  (Santa 

Cruz  County) _ 

Scotts  Valley,  city  of  (Santa 
Cruz  County) - 


Feb.  22,  1974 
Mar.  8,  1974 
May  17.  1974 
May  24,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
May  17.  1974 
Mar.  1,  1974 
Apr.  6.  1974 
May  24,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
May  31,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
June  14,  1974 
Do. 

Mar.  29.  1974 
May  24,  1974 
May  31,  1974 
Mar.  22, 1974 
May  10,  1974 
May  10,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
June  7,  1974 
June  14,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
May  10,  1974 
June  7,  1974 
June  14,  1974 
Sept.  28,  1973 
May  10,  1974 
Feb.  8,  1974 
May  10.  1974 
March  8,  1974 
May  31,  1974 


California — Continued 


Date  of 

I  Identification 

Selma,  city  of  (Fresno 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Sonora,  city  of  (Tuolumne 

County)  -  May  31.  1974 

St.  Helena,  city  of  (Napa 

County)  _  Do. 

Susanville,  city  of  (Lassen 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Vista,  city  of  (San  Diego 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Wasco,  city  of  (Kern  Coun¬ 
ty)  . . . - .  May  17.  1974 

Westmorland,  city  of  (Im¬ 
perial  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Wlllits,  city  of  (Mendocino 

County)  _  Feb.  8,  1974 

Total . - .  68 

Colorado 

Breckenridge,  town  of  (Sum¬ 
mit  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Buena  Vista,  town  of  (Chaf¬ 
fee  County) _  May.  3,  1974 

Craig,  dty  of  (Moffat 

County)  _ , -  Do- 

Dove  Creek,  town  of  (Dolores 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Florence,  city  of  (Fremont 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Grand  Junction,  city  of 

(Mesa  County) _  .Feb.  1,  1974 

June  28.  1974 

Hugo,  town  of  (Lincoln 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

La  Fayette,  city  of  (Boulder 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

La  Jara,  town  of  (Conejos 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Leadvllle,  dty  of  (Lake 

County)  _  Do. 

Loveland,  city  of  (Larimer 

County)  _ _ Mar.  1,  1974 

Mancos,  town  of  Monte¬ 
zuma  County) -  Do. 

Manzanola,  town  of  (Otero 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Mllllken,  town  of  (Weld 

County)  _ _  May  24,  1974 

Nucla,  town  of  (Montrose 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Otis,  town  of  (Washington 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Ouray,  city  of  (Ouray  Do. 


County)  _ 

Rifle,  city  of  (Garfield  June  16,  1973 

County)  _ _ 

San  Luis,  town  of  (Costilla  May  24,  1974 

County)  _ 

Sterling,  city  of  (Logan  Jan.  23,  1974 

County)  _ 

Tampa,  city  of  (Croutt 

County) _ _ _ _ _ - _ -  May  24,  <1974 

Total .  21 


Connecticut 

Becon  Falls,  town  of  (New 

Haven  County) _  May  3,  1974 

Bethel,  town  of  (Fairfleld 

County)  _  Apr.  6,  1974 

Bolton,  town  of  (Tolland 

County) _ - _ _ _ _  June  7,  1974 

Colchester,  city  of  (New  Lon¬ 
don  County) _  Do. 

Roxbury,  town  of  (Litchfield 

County)  _  Do. 

Southington,  town  of  (Hart¬ 
ford  County) _  May  10,  1974 

Sterling,  town  of  (Windham 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Thomaston,  town  of  (Litch¬ 
field  County) _  Do. 

Thompson,  town  of  (Wind¬ 
ham  County) -  May  17. 1974 

Voluntown,  town  of  (New 

London  County) _  May  31, 1974 


Connecticut — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Washington  Depot,  town  of 

(Litchfield  County) _  March  8,  1974 

Williamantlc,  city  of  (Wind¬ 
ham  County) _  May  10,  1974 

Windham,  town  of  (Wind¬ 
ham  County) _  Apr,  12,  1974 

Winsted,  city  of  (Litchfield 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Wolcott,  town  of  (New  Haven 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Total  .  16 

Delaware 

Dover,  city  of  (Kent 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Greenwood,  town  of  (Sussex 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Total . .  2 

Florida 

Bonlfay,  city  of  (Holmes 

County)  _  Nov.  16,  1973 

Branford,  town  of  (Suwan¬ 
nee  County) _  Jan.  9, 1974 

Briny  Breezes,  town  of  (Palm 

Beach  County) -  Jan.  23,  1974 

Carabelle,  city  of  (Franklin 

County)  _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Fellsmere,  city  of  (Indian 

River  County) -  Jan.  16,  1974 

Lakeland,  city  of  (Polk 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

.  Madison,  city  of  (Madison 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Mangonia  Park,  town  of 

(Palm  Beach  County) -  Jan.  16,  1974 

Orchid,  town  of  (Indian 

River  County) _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Pembroke  Park,  town  of 

(Broward  County) -  May  31,  1974 

Quincy,  city  of  (Gadsden 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Sebastian,  town  of  (Indian 

River  County) _  Feb.  8, 1974 

Wauchula,  city  of  (Sumter 

County)  _  Nov.  23,  1973 

Webster,  toiwn  of  (Sumter 

County)  _  Do. 

White  Springs,  town  of 

(Hamilton  County) _  Jan.  16,  1974 

Wildwood,  town  of  (Sumter 

County)  _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Yankeetown,  town  of  (Levy 

County)  _  Aug.  20,  1971 

Zephyrhllls,  city  of  (Pasco 

County)  _  Feb.  1, 1974 

Zolfo  Springs,  tovm  of  (Har¬ 
dee  County) _  Jan.  16,  1974 

Total _  19 

Georgia 

Adalrsvllle,  town  of  (Bartow 

County) _ _  June  14,  1974 

Brooklet,  town  of  (Bulloch 

County)  _ ■ -  Apr.  6,  1974 

Clayton,  town  of  (Rabim 

County) _ -  May  24,  1974 

Crawford,  city  of  (Ogle¬ 
thorpe  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Cvimmlng,  city  of  (Forsyth 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Cusseta,  city  of  (Chattahoo¬ 
chee  County) _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Duluth,  city  of  (Gwinnett 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Franklin,  town  of  (Heard 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Hawklnsville,  city  of  (Pu¬ 
laski  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Homerville,  city  of  (Clinch 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Jackson,  city  of  (Butts 

County) _  May  17,  1974 

Jonesboro,  city  of  (Clayton 

County)  _  May  24.  1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

Kennesaw,  town  of  (Cobb 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Ludowlcl,  city  of  (Long 

County) _  Do. 

McCaysrlUe,  city  of  (Prannln 

County)  _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Mount  Vemon,  city  of 

(Montgomery  Coxmty) _  May  31, 1974 

Mountain  View,  city  of 

(Clayton  County) _  May  10, 1974 

Palmetto,  city  of  (Fulton  & 

Coweta  Counties) _  June  14,  1974 

Pembroke,  city  of  (Bryan 

County) _  May  10,  1974 

Porterdale,  town  of  (Newton 

County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Poulan,  city  of  (Worth 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Rlceboro,  city  of  (Liberty 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Stone  Mountain,  dty  of  (Oe 

Kalb  County _  May  12,  1974 

UnadUla,  town  of  (Dooly 

County) _ _ _  June  14,  1974 

Vemonburg,  town  of  (Chat- 

ham  County) _  July  27,  1973 

Waverly  Hall,  town  of  (Har¬ 
ris  County) _  June  14,  1974 

Woodbine,  city  of  (Camden 

County)  _  Do. 

Toung  Harris,  town  of 

(Towns  County) _  Do. 

Total . . .  28 

Idaho 

American  Falls,  city  of  (Pow¬ 
er  Comity) _  May  24,  1974 

Burley,  city  of  (Cassia 

County)  _  Do. 

Coeur  D’Alene,  city  of  (Koo- 

tmal  County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Council,  city  of  (Adams 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Garden  City,  dty  of  (Ada 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1978 

Harrison,  city  of  (Kootenai 

County)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Malad  City,  city  of  (Oneida 

County) _  May  24,  1974 

Nezperoe,  dty  of  (Lewis 

County)  _  Nov.  28,  1973 

Parma,  city  of  (Canyon 
County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Total . .  9 

Illinois 

Abingdon,  dty  of  (Knox 

County) _  June  7,  1974 

Altamont,  city  of  (Effingham 

County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Anns,  city  of  (Union 

County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Armington,  Tillage  of  (Taze¬ 
well  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Arthur,  Tillage  of  (MoiUtrie 

County) _  May  3,  1974 

Atwood,  Tillage  of  (Platt 

County) _  Kov.  23,  1978 

Banner,  village  of  (Fulton 

Coxmty) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Bath,  village  of  (Mason 

County) _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Bement,  village  of  (Platt 

County)  _ _ - _  June  14,  1974 

Bluffs,  village  of  (Scott 

County) _  June  7,  1974 

Bonnie,  village  of  (Jefferson 

County)  - _ -  Feb.  15,  1974 

Breese,  dty  of  (Clinton 

County) _  June  7,  1974 

Brldgevlew,  Tillage  of  (Cook 

County)  .  -  -  Mar.  22,  1974 

Brookport,  dty  of  (Massac 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 


Illinois — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Broughton,  village  of  (Ham¬ 
ilton  County) _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Bushnell,  city  of  (McDon¬ 
ough  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Bush,  village  of  (Williamson 

County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Byron,  city  of  (Ogle 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Calumet  Park,  village  of 

(Cook  County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Camargo,  village  of  (Douglas 

County)  _  April  6,  1974 

Carbon  Hills,  village  of 

(Grundy  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Carllnvllle,  dty  of  (Ma¬ 
coupin  County) _  June  14,  1974 

Carlyle,  city  of  (Clinton 

County)  _  Dec.  7,  1973 

Carrollton,  city  of  (Greene 

County)  _ _  June  7,  1974 

Cartervllle,  city  of  (William¬ 
son  County)  _ _  Peb.  15,  1974 

Cave-ln-Rock,  village  of 

(Hardin  County) _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Central  City,  village  of 

(Marion  County) _  Feb.  16,  1974 

Centralis,  city  of  (Clinton 
and  Marion  Counties)  ___  May  3,  1974 
ChandlervUle,  village  of 

(Cass  County) _  Nov.  23,  1973 

Channohon,  village  of  (Will 

County)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Chatman,  village  of  (Sanga¬ 
mon  Coxmty) _  Nov.  16,  1973 

Clay  City,  village  of  (Clay 

Coxmty)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Clinton,  city  of  (De  Witt 

Coxmty)  _  May  24,  1974 

Colximbia,  dty  ot  (Monroe 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Creve  Couer,  village  of 

(Tazewell  Coxmty) _  Peb.  22,  1974 

Cullom,  village  of  (Living¬ 
ston  County) _  Do. 

Dallas  City,  city  of  (Hancock 

Coxmty)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

De  Soto,  village  ot  (Jackson 

County)  _  April  6,  1974 

Dlxmoor,  xrillage  of  (Cook 

Coxmty)  _  Do. 

Dongola,  village  of  (Union 

Coxmty)  _  Mu.  8,  1974 

Dxirand,  dllage  of  (Winne¬ 
bago  Coxmty) _  April  6, 1974 

Edwardsvllle,  city  of  (Madi¬ 
son  County) _ _ _  Da 

Effingham,  city  of  (Effing¬ 
ham  Coxmty) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Eileen,  village  of  (Grundy 

Coxmty)  _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Eldorado,  city  of  (Saline 

Coxmty)  — .  Feb.  22,  1974 

Eldred,  village  of  (Greene 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Ellzabethtovm,  village  of 

(Hardin  County) -  Jan.  16,  1974 

EUlsxrllle,  village  of  (Fulton 

Coxmty)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Eqxiality,  village  of  (GeJlstln 

Coxmty)  _  Do. 

Evaosxdlle,  village  of  (Ran¬ 
dolph  Coxmty) -  Mar.  1,  1974 

Fayetteville,  village  of  (St. 

Clair  County) _  Peb.  22,  1974 

Florence,  village  ot  (Pike 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Foosland,  village  of  (Cham¬ 
paign  County) _  Mar.  29, 1974 

Forreston,  village  of  (Ogle 

Coxmty)  _ -  Jxme  7,  1074 

PoTPost,  xrillage  of  (Llvlng- 

arton  Coxmty) -  Mar.  1,  1974 

Preeburg,  village  of  (St. 

Clair  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 


Illinois — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Fxilton,  city  of  (Whiteside 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Fulta,  village  of  (Monroe 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Galatia,  village  of  (Saline 

County)  _  Mar,  1,  1974 

Galva,  city  of  (Henry 

County)  _  Jxme  14,  1974 

Genoa,  city  of  (De  Kalb 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Georgetown,  city  of  (Vermil- 

.  Ion  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Germantown,  village  of 

(Clinton  Coxmty) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Gibson  City,  city  of  (Ford 

Coxmty)  _  Do. 

Gillespie,  city  of  (Macoupin 

County)  _  Jxme  7,  1974 

Gilman,  city  of  (Iroquois 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Golconda,  dty  of  (Pope 

County)  _  Jan,  23,  1974 

Golden,  village  of  (Adams 

County)  _  Jxme  7,  1974 

Green  Rock,  village  of 

(Henry  County) _  Jan,  16,  1974 

Greenfield,  city  of  (Green 

County)  _  Peb.  22,  1974 

Greenvlew,  village  of  (Me¬ 
nard  County) _  Nov.  23,  1973 

Greenville,  city  of  (Bond 

Coxmty)  -  Jxme  14,  1974 

Hammond,  village  of  (Platt 

County)  _  Do. 

Hampshire,  village  of  (Kane 

County)  -  May  3, 1974 

Hanover,  village  of  (Jo 

County)  -  April  6,  1974 

Havana,  dty  of  (Mason 

County)  _  Do. 

Heywortb,  village  of  (Mc¬ 
Lean  Coxmty) -  Jxme  14, 1974 

HiUstxrro,  city  of  (Mont¬ 
gomery  County) -  May  17,  1974 

Hillside,  village  of  (Cook 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Hinckley,  village  of  (Dekalb 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Hopedale,  village  of  (Taze¬ 
well  Coxmty) _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Hurst,  village  of  (William¬ 
son  Coxmty) _  Mar.  15,  1974 

Jerseyvllle,  dty  of  (Jersey 

County)  _  Jxme  7,  1974 

Joppa,  village  of  (Massac 

County)  _  Nov.  23,  1973 

Kingston  Mines,  vlllcge  of 

(Peoria  Coxmty) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Kirkwood,  village  of  (War¬ 
ren  Coxmty) _  May  24,  1974 

Knoxville,  dty  of  (Knox 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Laoon,  city  of  (Marshall 

County)  _  Nov.  30,  1973 

Lake  Blxifl,  xdllage  of  (Lake 

County)  _ _  Peb.  1,  1974 

LawrencevlUe,  city  of  (Law¬ 
rence  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Leaf  River,  village  of  (Ogle 

County)  _  Nov.  23,  1973 

Lebanon,  dty  of  (St.  Clair 

County)  _  Nov.  16,  1973 

Livingston,  village  of  (Madi¬ 
son  County) _ _ _ —  Mar.  22,  1974 

Loaml,  village  of  (Sangamon 

County)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Malta,  xdllage  of  (Dekalb 

County) _  Jxme  7,  1974 

Manltxia,  village  of  (Bxireau 

County)  _  Mar,  8, 19J4 

Marqxiette  Heights,  city  of 

(Tazewell  County)— _ Do. 

Martinsville,  dty  of  (Clark 
Coxmty)  — — _ Nov.  23,  1973 
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Maunle,  village  of  (White 

County)  _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Maywood,  village  of  (Cook 

County)  .  Feb.  1,  1974 

McLeansboro,  city  of  (Ham¬ 
ilton  County) _  Mar.  32.  1974 

Metropolis,  city  of  (Massac 

County)  _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Momence,  City  of  (Kankakee 

County)  _  Jan.  9, 1974 

Mount  Carmel,  dty  of  (Wa¬ 
bash  County) _  Mar.  15,  1974 

Moweaqua,  village  of  Shelby 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Muddy,  village  of  (Saline 

County)  _ Mar.  22,  1974 

Nashville,  city  of  (Washing¬ 
ton  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Nebo,  village  of  (Pike 

County)  _  Dec.  28, 1973 

New  Athens,  village  of  (St. 

Clair  Coimty) _  Mar.  22, 1974 

New  Baden,  village  of  (Clin¬ 
ton  County) _  May  24, 1974 

New  Haven,  village  of  (Gal¬ 
latin  County) - Jan.  16, 1974 

Newton,  city  of  (Jasper 

County)  _  Dec.  17, 1973 

Nlantlc,  village  of  (Macon 

County)  1 _  Mar.  1, 1974 

NokomU,  city  of  (Montgom¬ 
ery  County) -  Mar.  29, 1974 

North  Pekin,  village  of 

(Tazewell  County) _  Mar.  8, 1974 

Oakwood,  village  of  (Vermil¬ 
lion  County) _  Mar.  29,1974 

Oglesby,  city  of  (LaSalle 

County)  _  May  24, 1974 

Old  Shawneetown,  village  of 

(Gallatin  Ooimty) _  Dec.  17, 1973 

Olney,  city  of  (Richland 

County)  _  Feb.  22, 1974 

Omaha,  village  of  (Gallatin 

County)  _  May  10, 1974 

Oneida,  city  of  (Knox 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

Palestine,  town  of  (Crawford 

County)  _  Nov.  23, 1973 

Paris,  city  of  (Edgar 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Park  City,  village  of  (Lake 

County)  _  Mar.  1, 1974 

Park  Ridge,  city  of  (Cook 

County)  _  Feb.  22, 1974 

and 

Nov.  22, 1973 

Paw  Paw,  village  of  (Lee 

County)  -  June  14, 1974 

Pawnee,  village  of  (Sanga¬ 
mon  Coimty) _  May  17, 1974 

Pearl  City,  village  of  (Ste¬ 
phenson  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Pearl,  village  of  (Pike 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1974 

Pecantonlca,  village  of  (Win¬ 
nebago  County) _  Apr.  5, 1974 

Pekin,  city  of  (Tazewell 

County)  -  Apr.  12, 1974 

Petersbiu^,  city  of  (Menard 

County)  _  Dec.  7, 1973 

Phoenix,  village  of  (Cook 

County)  _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Plnckne3n?llle,  city  of  (Perry 

County)  _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Pittsfield,  city  of  (Pike 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

Pleasant  Plains,  village  of 

(Sangamon  County) _ _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Polo,  city  of  (Ogle  County)  __  May  17, 1974 
Pontooeuc,  village  of  (Han¬ 
cock  County) _  Jan.  16, 1974 

Potomac,  vUla^  of  (Vermil¬ 
lion  Coimty) _  Mar.  22. 1974 

Pulaski,  village  of  (Pulaski 

Coun^)  _ _ _  May  17, 1974 

Rankin,  village  of  (Vermil¬ 
lion  Oounty) _ _ ...  Do. 
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Rantoul,  village  of  (Cham¬ 
paign  County) _ 

Rldgway,  village  of  (Gallatin 

County)  _ 

Ridott,  village  of  (Stephen¬ 
son  County) _ 

Riverton,  village  of  (Sanga¬ 
mon  County) _ 

Rlverwoods,  village  of  (Lake 

County)  _ 

Robinson,  city  of  (Crawford 

County)  _ 

Romeovllle,  village  of  (Will 

County)  _ 

Roseville,  village  of  (Warren 

County)  _ 

Roslclare,  city  of  (Hardin 

County)  _ 

Round  Lake  Park,  village  of 

(Lake  County) _ 

Rush  vine,  city  of  (Schuyler 

County)  - 

Sheridan,  village  of  (La 

Salle  County) - 

Sidney,  village  of  (Cham¬ 
paign  County) - 

SUvls,  city  of  (Rock  Island 

County)  - 

Smlthton,  village  of  (St. 

Clair  County) - 

South  Barrington,  village  of 

(Cook  County) - 

South  Chicago  Heights,  vil¬ 
lage  of  (Cook  County) 
South  Jacksonville,  city  of 

(Morgan  County) - 

Sparland,  village  of  (Mar¬ 
shall  County) - 

Springfield,  city  of  (Sanga¬ 
mon  County) - 

Staunton,  city  of  (Macoupm 

County)  _ 

Stickney,  village  of  (Cook 

County)  _ 

St.  Franclsvllle,  village  ot 

(Lawrence  County) - 

St.  Joseph,  village  of  (Cham¬ 
paign  County) - 

Sugar  Grove,  village  of 

(Kane  County) - 

Summerfleld,  village  of  (St. 

Clair  County) - 

Sumner,  city  of  (Lawrence 

County)  _ 

Sycamore,  city  of  (De  Kalb 

County)  _ 

Tallula,  village  of  (Menard 

County)  _ 

Tamms,  village  of  (Alexander 

County)  _ 

Teutopolls,  village  of  (Effing¬ 
ham  County) _ 

Thayer,  village  of  (Sanga¬ 
mon  County) _ 

Toluca,  city  of  (Marshall 

County)  _ 

Toulon,  dty  of  (Stark 

County)  _ 

Tuscola,  city  of  (Douglas 

County)  _ _ _ _ 

Valley  City,  village  of  (Pike 

Coimty)  _ 

Verona,  village  of  (Grundy 

County)  _ 

Victoria,  village  of  (Knox 

Coimty) _ _ 

Virginia,  city  of  (Cass 

Coun^)  _ 

Wadsworth,  village  of  (Lake 
County)  _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

Apr.  12, 1974 

Feb.  22,  1974 

Dec.  17. 1973 

Nov.  16. 1973 

Mar.  1, 1974 

May  31. 1974 

Mar.  29, 1974 

May  17, 1974 

Dec.  17. 1973 

Mar.  29, 1974 

Mar.  1, 1974 

Apr.  12, 1974 

Jan.  16, 1974 

May  31. 1974 

Mar.  29. 1974 

Mar.  22, 1974 

Apr.  12, 1974 

Mar.  29, 1974 

Nov.  23, 1973 

June  7, 1974 

May  17, 1974 

Mar.  29, 1974 

Do. 

Nov.  23, 1973 
Mar.  8, 1974 
May  3, 1974 
Mar.  1, 1974 
Apr.  6. 1974 
Mar.  29. 1974 
May  10, 1974 
Feb.  22, 1974 
Mar.  22, 1974 
Apr.  6, 1974 
May  31, 1974 
Nov,  30, 1973 
Dec.  17, 1973 
May  3,  1974 
June  7, 1974 
Apr.  5,  1974 
Mar.  1,  1974 


Wataga,  village  of  (Knox 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

West  Chicago,  city  of  (Du 

Page  County) _  Apr.  12, 1974 


West  Dundee,  village  of 

(Kane  County) _  Apr.  6, 1974 


Illinois — Continued 


Wheeler,  village  of  (Jasper 

County)  _ 

White  Hall,  city  of  (Greene 

County)  _ 

Winslow,  village  of  (Ste¬ 
phenson  County) _ 

Winthrop  Harbor,  village  of 

(Lake  County) _ 

Tates  City,  village  of  (Knox 

County)  _ 

Total _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

Feb.  22. 1974 

Apr.  5, 1974 

Mar.  15, 1974 

Mar.  8, 1974 

June  14,  1974 
189 


Indiana 

Albion,  town  of  (Noble 

County)  _ 

Alton,  town  of  (Crawford 

County)  _ _ _ 

Andrews,  town  of  (Hunting- 

ton  Oounty) _ _ 

Arcadia,  town  of  (Hamilton 

County)  _ 

Attica,  city  of  (Fountain 

County)  _ 

Austin,  city  of  (Scott 

County)  _ 

Battle  Ground,  city  of  (Tip¬ 
pecanoe  County) _ 

Blcknell,  town  of  (Knox 

County)  _ _ 

Bloomfield,  town  of  (Greene 

County)  _ 

Boonvllle,  city  of  (Warrick 

County)  _ _ 

Bremen,  town  of  (Marshall 

County)  _ 

Bristol,  town  of  (Elkhart 

County)  _ 

Brooklyn,  town  of  (Morgan 

County)  _ 

Brown  County,  unincorpo¬ 
rated  area _ 

Brownsburg,  town  of  (Hend¬ 
ricks  County) _ 

Brownstown,  town  of  (Jack- 

son  County) _ 

Burlington,  town  of  (Carroll 

County)  _ 

Camden,  town  of  (Carroll 

County)  _ 

Cayuga,  town  of  (Vermillion 

County)  _ 

Cedar  Grove,  town  of 

(Franklin  County) _ _ 

Cedar  Lake,  town  of  (Lake 

County)  _ 

Chandler,  town  of  (Warrick 

County)  _ 

Charlestown,  city  of  (Clark 

County)  _ 

Churubusco,  town  of  (Whit¬ 
ley  County) _ 

Columbia  City,  city  of 

(Whitley  County) _ 

Converse,  town  of  (Miami 

County)  _ 

Covington,  city  of  (Fountain 

County)  - - 

Decker,  town  of  (Knox 

County)  - — 

Delphi,  city  of  (Carroll 

County)  _ 

Denver,  town  of  (Miami 

County)  _ 

Eaton,  town  of  (Delaware 

County)  _ 

Edwardsport,  town  of  (Knox 

County)  _ 

English,  town  of  (Crawford 

County)  - 

Falrmount,  town  of  (Grant 

Oounty)  _ _ 

Fountain  City,  dty  of 

(Wayne  County) _ 

French  Lick,  town  of 
(Orange  County) _ _ 


June  7, 1974 
Jan.  23. 1974 
June  7.  1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
Dec.  7. 1973 
Nov.  23. 1973 
May  24,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Nov.  23,  1973 
Dec.  28, 1973 
Nov.  23, 1973 
Do. 

Dec.  7, 1973 
Apr.  13,  1973 
Nov.  23,  1973 
Do. 

Da 

Do. 

May  31. 1974 
Dec.  7, 1973 
Dec.  28,  1973 
Jan.  9. 1974 
Apr.  12, 1974 
May  31,  1974 
Dec.  17. 1973 
May  17,  1974 
Jan.  9,  1974 
Feb.  1,  1974 
Nov.  28, 1973 
Feb.  1,  1974 
Nov.  23,  1973 
Do. 

Apr.  12,  1974 
May  24, 1974 
May  10, 1974 
Feb.  1,  1974 
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Date  oI 
Identification 

Gosport,  town  of  (Owen 

Cotinty)  _  Nov.  23, 1973 

Greenfield,  city  of  (Hancock 

County)  _ _ _  Do. 

Hartford  City,  city  of 

(Blackford  County) _  Do. 

Hazleton,  town  of  (Gibson 

County)  _  Do. 

Hillsboro,  town  of  (fountain 

County)  .  Peb.  1,  1974 

Huntertown,  town  of  (Allen 
and  De  Kalb  Counties)...  May  31, 1974 
Huntington,  city  of  (Hunt¬ 
ington  County) _  June  7, 1974 

Jonesboro,  town  of  (Grant 

County)  _  Dec.  7, 1973 

Judson,  town  of  (Parke 

County)  _  Dec.  17, 1973 

Kentland,  town  of  (Newton 

County)  _  May  24, 1974 

Knightstown,  town  of 

(Henry  County) _  Nov.  30, 1973 

Lacrosse,  town  of  (Laporte 

.  County)  _  May  31, 1974 

Ladoga,  town  of  (Mont¬ 
gomery  County) -  May  24,  1974 

Lagro,  town  of  (Wabash 

County)  _  Do, 

Leavenworth,  town  of  (Craw¬ 
ford  County) _  Nov.  30, 1973 

Lebanon,  city  of  (Boone 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Marengo,  town  of  (Crawford 

Coimty)  _  Feb.  1, 1974 

Mecca,  town  of  (Parke 

County)  _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Medora,  town  of  (Jackson 

County)  _  Nov.  23, 1973 

Milltown,  town  of  (Crawford 

and  Harrison  Countys)  —  Nov.  30, 1973 
Monterey,  town  of  (Pulaski 

County)  _  Feb.  1, 1974 

Montpelier,  town  of  (Black¬ 
ford  County) _  Dec.  7, 1973 

New  Palestine,  town  of  (Han¬ 
cock  County) _  Nov.  30, 1973 

New  Whiteland,  town  of 

(Johnson  Cotmty) _  Jan.  16, 1974 

Newberry,  town  of  (Greene 

County)  _  Peb.  1, 1974 

Newi>ort,  town  of  (Vermil¬ 
lion  County) -  May  31, 1974 

North  Vernon,  city  of  (Jen¬ 
nings  County) _  Nov.  SO,  1973 

Oakland  City,  city  of  (Gib¬ 
son  County) -  May  10, 1974 

Ogden  Dunes,  town  of  (Por¬ 
ter  County) _  May  31, 1974 

Orland.  town  of  (Steuben 

County)  _  Do. 

Orleans,  town  of  (Orange 

County)  _  Do. 

Osceola,  town  of  (St.  Joseph 

County)  ... _  Dec.  17, 1973 

PaoU.  town  of  (Orange 

County)  - _ ..... _ Nov.  23, 1973 

Paragon,  town  of  (Morgan 

County)  _ _ _ _ _ _ -  Peb.  1, 1974 

Pennvllle,  town  of  (Wayne 

County)  .1 -  Do. 

Plainfield,  town  of  (Hen¬ 
dricks  County) -  Do. 

Remington,  town  of  (Jasper 

County) _ ..... _ .... _ -  May  31, 1974 

RidgevUle,  town  of  (Ran¬ 
dolph  County) _  Nov.  30, 1973 

Riley,  town  of  (Vigo 

County)  ..... _  Peb.  1, 1974 

Roann.  town  of  (Wabash 

County)  _ _ Dec.  7, 1973 

Roanoke,  town  of  (Htmting- 
ton  County) .............  Doc.  28, 1973 

Rochester,  dty  of  (Pulton 

County)  — _ _  Psb.  18, 1974 

Rosedale,  town  at  (Parke 
County)  Nov.  30, 1973 


Rushville,  city  of  (Rush 

County)  _ 

Schneider,  town  of  (Lake 

County)  _ 

Sellersburg,  town  of  (Clark 

County)  _ 

South  Whitley,  town  of 

*  (Whitley  County) _ 

^>encerville,  town  of  (Dekalb 

County)  _ 

Spencer,  city  of  (Owen 

County)  - 

Spring  Lake  Park,  town  of 

(Hancock  County) _ 

Springport,  town  of  (Henry 

County)  - 

Stinesville,  town  of  (Monroe 

County)  _ 

St.  Joe,  town  of  (De  Kalb 

Ooimty)  _ 

Sulphur  Springs,  town  of 

(Henry  County) _ 

Tennyson,  town  of  (Wax- 

rick  County) _ 

Tipton,  city  of  (Tipton 

County)  _ 

Troy,  town  of  (Perry  Oovin- 

ty)  . 

Universal,  town  of  (Vermil¬ 
lion  County) _ 

Veedersburg,  town  of  (Foun¬ 
tain  County) _ 

Vera  Cruz,  town  of  (Wells 

County)  _ 

Wabash,  city  of  (Wabash 

County)  - 

Walkerton,  town  of  (St. 

Joseph  County) - 

Walton,  town  of  (Cass 

County)  - 

Waveland,  town  of  (Mont¬ 
gomery  County) - 

Waynetown,  town  of  (Mont¬ 
gomery  County) - 

West  Baden  Springs,  town  of 

(Orange  County) - 

Westfield,  town  of  (Hamilton 

County)  - 

Whltestown,  town  of  (Boone 

Coiinty)  _ 

Williamsport,  town  of  (War¬ 
ren  County) _ _ 

Winona  Lake,  town  of  (Kos¬ 
ciusko  County) _ 

Winslow,  town  of  (Pike 

County)  _ 

Wolcott,  town  of  (White 

Cotmty)  _ 

Worthington,  town  of 

(Greene  County) _ 

Total  . . 


Iowa 

Anthon,  town  of  (Woodbury 

County)  _ 

Atlantic,  city  of  (Cass 

County)  _ 

Bedford,  town  of  (Taylor 

County)  _ 

Belmond,  city  of  (Wright 

Ooimty)  _ 

Bonaparte,  city  of  (Van 

Buren  Coimty) - 

Cascade,  city  of  (Dubuque 

Coun^)  - 

Centerville,  city  of  (Appa¬ 
noose  County) - - 

Clear  Lake,  city  of  (Cerro 

Gordo  County) - 

Colfax,  city  of  (Jasper 

County)  - 

Columbus  Junction,  city  (d 

(Louisa  County) - 

Danbury,  city  of  (Woodbury 
County)  - 


Date  of 
Identification 

Dec.  7, 1973 

Dec.  17, 1973 

Nov.  23,  1973 

Dec.  21, 1973 

Peb.  15, 1974 

Dec.  17, 1973 

Peb.  1,  1974 

Do. 

Do. 

Dec.  7,  1973 
Feb.  1, 1974 
Do. 

Dec.  28, 1973 

May  31, 1974 

Peb.  1, 1974 

Dec.  17, 1973 

Dec.  7, 1973 

June  7, 1974 

Nov.  23,  1973 

May  17, 1974 

May  24, 1974 

May  31, 1974 

Dec.  28, 1973 

Peb.  1, 1974 

Apr.  12, 1974 

Dec.  17, 1973 

May  8, 1974 

Dec.  17, 1973 

June  14, 1974 

Nov.  23. 1973 
109 

Jan.  23, 1974 
May  8, 1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
May  3, 1974 
Jan.  9, 1974 
Dec.  17, 1973 
Mar.  22, 1974 
May  24, 1974 
Jan.  23. 1974 
Jan.  9, 1974 
Do. 


Donnellson,  town  of  (Lee 

County)  _ 

Dow  City,  town  of  (Crawford 

County)  _ _ _ _ _ 

Dumont,  town  of  (Butler 

County)  _ 

Dunlap,  town  of  (Harrlaon 

County)  _ 

Eldon,  town  of  (Wapello 

County)  _ _ 

Extra,  town  of  (Audubon 

County)  _ _ 

Fredericksburg,  town  of 

(Chickasaw  County) _ 

Granger,  town  of  (Dallas 

County)  _ _ 

Greene,  town  of  (Butler 

County)  _ 

Guthrie  Center,  city  of 

(Guthrie  Coun^) _ 

Hamburg,  city  of  (Fremont 

County)  _ 

Hills  City,  city  of  (Johnson 

County)  _ 

Hudson,  town  of  (Black 

Hawk  County) _ 

Indianola,  city  of  (Warren 

County)  _ 

Janesville,  town  of  (Black 
Hawk  and  Bremer  Coun¬ 
ties)  _ _ 

Lansing,  town  of  (Allamakee 

County)  _ 

Le  Mars,  city  of  (Plymouth 

Coimty)  _ 

Malvern,  town  of  (Mills 

County)  _ 

Marion,  city  of  (Linn 

County)  _ 

Montrose,  town  of  (Lee 

County)  _ 

Mount  Vernon,  city  of  (Linn 

County)  _ 

New  Albin,  town  of  (Allama¬ 
kee  County) _ 

Oxford,  town  of  (Johnson 

County)  - 

Raymond,  town  of  (Black 

Hawk  County) - - 

Rlverdale,  town  of  (Scott 

County)  - 

Rockford,  town  of  (Floyd  and 

Howard  Counties) - 

S€u:  City,  city  of  (Sac 

County)  _ 

Sergeant  Bluff,  town  of 

(Woodbury  County) - 

Sibley,  city  of  (Osceola 

County)  _ 

Sigourney,  city  of  (Keokuk 

County)  - 

Sioux  Rapids,  town  of 
(Buena  Vista  County)  ____ 
Sloan,  town  of  (Woodbury 

County)  - 

Spirit  Lake,  city  of  (Dickin¬ 
son  County - 

Story  City,  city  of  (Story 

County)  - 

Sumner,  city  <rf  (Bremer 

County)  - 

Tipton,  city  of  (Cedar 

County) - 

Wapello,  city  ot  (Louisa 

Coun^) - 

Waukon,  city  of  (Allamakee 

Coiml7) - 

West  Branch,  city  of  (Cedar 

County) - 

What  Cheer,  city  of  (Keokuk 

County)  - 

Total _ 
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Date  of 
Identification 

May  10, 1974 

May  31, 1974 

May  24, 1974 

May  17. 1974 

Dec.  17, 1973 

May  10. 1974 

May  3, 1974 

Mar.  22, 1974 

May  17, 1974 

Do. 

June  14, 1974 
Dec.  28, 1973 
Mar.  8, 1974 
June  7. 1974 

Dec.  28. 1973 
Jan.  16, 1974 
Do. 

Mar.  8. 1974 
Mar.  1. 1974 
Jan.  23. 1974 
Mar.  8. 1974 
May  17, 1974 
May  10, 1974 
Mar.  22, 1974 
Jan.  23, 1974 
Peb.  1, 1974 
Dec.  28. 1973 
Mar.  29, 1974 
May  17. 1974 
Mar.  16, 1974 
May  10, 1974 
May  24, 1974 
May  31, 1974 
Do.  - 
May  3, 1974 
Mar.  29, 1974 
Jan.  10, 1974 
Mar.  22. 1974 
Mar.  1.1074 
Jan.  0.1074 

n 


NOTICES 


26745 


Kansas 


Alma,  city  of  (Wabaunsee 

County)  _ 

Almena,  city  of  (Norton 

County)  _ 

Ashland,  city  of  (Clark 

County)  _ 

Augusta,  city  of  (Butler 

County)  _ 

Basehor,  city  of  (Leaven¬ 
worth  County) _ _ 

Baxter  Springs,  city  of  (Cher¬ 
okee  County) _ 

Belleveille,  dty  of  (Repub¬ 
lic  County) _ 

Beloit,  city  of  (MltcheU 

County)  _ 

Burrton,  city  of  (Harvey 

County)  _ _ 

Caney,  city  of  (Montgomery 

County)  _ _ _ 

Carbondale.  dty  of  (Osage 

County)  _ 

Centralla,  city  of  (Nemaha 

County)  _ 

Clyde,  city  of  (Cloud 

County)  _ 

Columbus,  city  of  (Cherokee 

County)  _ 

Deerfield,  city  of  (Kearny 

County)  _ 

Edgerton,  city  of  (Johnson 

County)  _ 

Elkhart,  city  of  (Morton 

County)  _ 

Ellin  wood,  city  of  (Barton 

County)  _ 

Ellsworth,  city  of  (Ellsworth 

County)  _ 

Eureka,  city  of  (Greenwood 

County)  _ 

Frankfort,  dty  of  (Marshall 

County)  _ 

Predonla,  city  of  (Wilson 

County)  _ 

Gardner,  dty  of  (Johnson 

County)  _ 

Garnett,  city  of  (Anderson 

County)  _ 

Grandview  Plaza,  city  of 

(Geary  County) _ 

Hiawatha,  dty  of  (Brown 

County)  _ 

Holton,  city  of  (Jackson 

County)  _ 

Jetmore,  city  of  (Hodgeman 

County)  _ 

Johnson  City,  city  of  (Stan¬ 
ton  County) _ 

La  Cygne,  city  of  (Linn 

County)  _ 

Lecompton,  city  of  (Douglas 

County)  _ 

Leroy,  city  of  (Coffey 

County)  _ 

Lincoln,  city  of  (Lincoln 

County)  _ 

Loulsburg,  city  of  (Miami, 

County)  _ 

Lyndon,  city  of  (Osage 

County)  _ 

Marquette,  city  of  (McPher¬ 
son  County) _ 

McLouth,  city  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Mlnneola,  city  of  (Clark 

County)  _ 

Moline,  city  of  (Elk 

County)  _ 

Mound  City,  city  of  (Linn 

County)  _ 

Nortonvllle,  city  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Norton,  city  of  (Norton 

County)  _ 

Ogden.  dty  of  (Riley 
County)  _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

Mar.  8. 1074 

Mar.  1, 1074 

May  17, 1074 

Feb.  1, 1074 

Apr.  12. 1074 

May  24, 1074 

Feb.  15. 1974 

Dec.  7, 1973 

Mar.  15,  1074 

Feb.  15,  1074 

May  24,  1974 

Do. 

May  31.  1974 

Mar.  1,  1974 

Dec.  28,  1973 

Mar.  8,  1974 

May  24.  1974 

Mar.  15,  1974 

Dec.  28,  1973 

Apr.  12,  1974 

Jan.  23,  1974 

Jan.  23, 1973 
May  3.  1974 

Feb.  8,  1974 

Feb.  1. 1974 

Aug.  9,  1974 

Feb.  8,  1974 

Feb.  22.  1074 

Mar.  1,  1974 

May  24.  1974 

Mar.  15.  1974 

Jan.  23.  1974 

Dec.  28,  1973 

Mar.  8.  1974 

Mar.  1,  1974 

Do. 

Dec.  17,  1973 
Mar.  22,  1974 
Feb.  8.  1974 
Feb.  22,  1974 
Mar.  1, 1974 
Do. 

Feb.  15.  1974 


Kansas — Continued 


Osage  City,  dty  of  (Osage 

County)  _ 

Osborne,  city  of  (Osborne 

County)  _ 

Oskaloosa,  city  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Ottawa,  city  of  (Franklin 

County)  _ 

Pomona,  city  of  (Franklin 

County)  _ 

Riley,  city  of  (Riley 

County)  _ 

Roeland  Park,  city  of  (John¬ 
son  County) _ 

Rossvllle,  city  of  (Shawnee 

County)  _ 

Russell,  city  of  (Russell 
County)  _ 

Syracuse,  city  of  (Hamilton 
Troy,  city  of  (Doniphan 

County)  _ 

Waverly,  city  of  (Coffey 

County)  _ 

Wellsvllle,  city  of  (Franklin 

County)  _ 

Westmoreland,  city  of  (Pot¬ 
tawatomie  County) _ 

Total . 


Date  of 
Identification 
June  7,  1974 

Mar.  1, 1974 

Mar.  15,  1074 

May  24.  1974 

Jan.  0,  1074 

Feb.  8,  1974 

Feb.  15,  1074 

May  31.  1074 

Jan.  9,  1074 

Feb.  8,  1074 
Nov.  8, 1973 
Jan.  9,  1074 

Feb.  15,  1074 

"  Do. 

Do. 

Mar.  8,  1074 
57 


Kentucky 


Albany,  city  of  (Clinton 

County)  _ 

Allen,  town  of  (Floyd 

County)  _ 

Arlington,  town  of  (Carlisle 

County)  _ 

Bardstown,  city  of  (Nelson 

County)  _ _ _ 

Bardwell,  town  of  (Carlisle 

County)  _ 

Bloomfield,  city  of  (Nelson 

County)  _ 

BoonevUle,  city  of  (Owsley 

County)  _ 

Bradfordsvllle,  city  of  (Mar¬ 
lon  County) _ 

Brodhead,  city  of  (Rock 

Castle  County) _ 

Burgln,  city  of  (Mercer 

County)  _ 

Burkesvllle,  city  of  (Cumber¬ 
land  County) _ 

Calhoun,  town  of  (McLean 

County)  _ 

California,  village  of  (Camp¬ 
bell  County) _ 

Calvert  City,  town  of  (Mar¬ 
shall  County) _ 

Campbellsville,  city  of  (Tay¬ 
lor  County) _ 

Campton,  city  of  (Wolff 

County)  _ 

Catlettsburg  town  of  (Boyd 

County)  _ 

Central  City,  city  of  (Muh¬ 
lenberg  County) _ 

Clay  City,  dty  of  (Powell 

County)  _ 

Clay,  city  of  (Webster 

County)  _ 

Clintmi,  town  of  (Hickman 

County)  _ 

Corbin,  city  of  (Whitley 

County)  _ _ 

Danville,  dty  of  (Boyle 

County)  _ 

Dawson  Springs,  city  of 

( Hopkins  County ) _ 

Falmouth,  city  of  (Pendle¬ 
ton  County) _ 

Fleraingsburg,  town  of 

(Fleming  County) _ 

Florence,  town  of  (Boone 
County)  _ 


May  10,  1074 
Jan.  23,  1974 
May  17.  1974 
May  31,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
May  10.  1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
May  10, 1974 
May  17,  1974 
May  10, 1974 
Feb.  15,  1974 
Feb.  1,  1974 
Mar.  15,  1974 
Feb.  1.  1974 
May  24.  1974 
May  17,  1974 
May  3,  1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 

Do. 

Do. 

May  17, 1974 
June  14, 1974 
May  31, 1974 
Feb.  1. 1974 
May  24, 1974 
June  7, 1974 
Feb.  1. 1974 


Kentucky — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Fort  Thomas,  city  of  (Camp¬ 
bell  County) _  Jan.  25,  1974 

and 

Oct.  18,  1974 

Georgetown,  city  of  (Scott 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Ghent,  town  of  (Carroll 

County)  -  Jan.  16,  1974 

Glencoe,  city  of  (Gallatin 

County)  -  Feb.  1, 1974 

Grayson,  dty  of  (Carter 

County)  _  Do. 

Greensburg,  city  of  (Green 

County)  _  Do. 

Greenup,  town  of  (Greenup 

County)  -  Jan.  23,  1974 

Guthrie,  town  of  (Todd 

County  -  Jxme  7,  1974 

Hardin,  city  of  (Marshall 

County)  -  Jiine  14, 1974 

Hardin,  town  of  '(Marshall 

County)  -  May  10.  1974 

Harrodsburg,  city  of  (Mer¬ 
cer  Coun^) _ _  Dol 

Hindman,  city  of  (Knott 

County)  -  May  31, 1974 

Hodgenville,  town  of  (Larue 

County)  -  May  17, 1974 

Hyden,  city  of  (Leslie 

County)  -  May  24, 1974 

Jackson,  city  of  (Breathitt 

County)  - -  May  17, 1974 

Jamestown,  city  of  (Russell 

County)  - -  May  10, 1974 

Jenkins,  city  of  (Letcher 

County)  -  June  7,  1974 

Lebanon  Junction,  city  of 

(Bullitt  County) _  Mar.  15, 1974 

Leltcbfield,  town  of  (Grayson 

County)  -  May  10, 1974 

Livermore,  town  of  (McLean 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Manchester,  dty  of  (Clay 

County)  _  Do. 

Martin,  town  of  (Floyd 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Mlllersburg,  city  of  (Bourbon 

County)  -  May  10, 1974 

Monticello,  town  of  (Wayne 

County)  -  May  24.  1974 

Morgimfield,  town  of  (Union 

County)  -  May  17, 1974 

Morgantown,  town  of  (But¬ 
ler  County) -  Feb.  1, 1974 

Mortons  Gap,  town  of  (Hop¬ 
kins  County) _  May  17, 1974 

Mount  Sterling,  city  of 

(Montgomery  County) _  May  10,  1974 

Neon,  town  of  (Letcher  ^ 

County)  _  Jan.  23,  1974 

New  Haven,  city  of  (Nelson 

County)  _  Do. 

Nortonvllle,  town  of  (Hop¬ 
kins  County) _  May  17, 1974 

Olive  HUl,  dty  of  (Carter 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Petersburg,  town  of  (Boone 

County)  _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Princeton,  town  of  (Caldwell 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Providence,  city  of  (Webster 

County)  . . .  Feb.  1, 1974 

Raceland,  town  of  (Greenup 

County)  . .  Feb.  8,  1974 

Rochester,  town  of  (Butler 

County)  _  Feb.  1.  1974 

Rockport,  town  of  (Ohio 

County)  _  Do. 

Russell,  town  of  (Greenup 

County)  . - .  Feb.  8,  1974 

Salyersville,  town  of  (Magof¬ 
fin  County) _ _  Feb.  22, 1974 

Sandd^,  town  of  (Carrdl 

County)  _  Jan.  23. 1974 

Sebree,  city  of  (Webster 
County)  . .  May  17,  1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

ShepherdsvlUe,  city  of  (Bul¬ 
litt  County) _  May  24, 1974 

Smithland,  town  of  (Living¬ 
ston  County) _  Peb.  1,  1974 

South  Shore,  town  of 

(Oreenup  County) _  Do. 

Sparta,  city  of  (Qallatln 

County) - _  Do. 

Stanton,  city  of  (Powell 

Covmty)  _  May  24, 1974 

Taylorsville,  town  of  (^>en- 

cer  County) _  Feb.  1, 1974 

Unlontown,  town  of  (Union 

County)  _  May  17, 1974 

Vanceburg,  town  of  (Lewis 

County)  _  Peb.  1,  1974 

Vlcco,  city  of  (Porry 

County)  _  May  10, 1974 

Vine  Qrove,  city  of  (Hardin 

County)  _  May  17, 1974 

Visalia,  city  of  (Kenton 

County)  _ _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Warsaw,  city  of  (Qallatln 

County)  _  Peb.  1,  1974 

Wheat  Croft,  town  ot  (Web¬ 
ster  Coun^) _  Peb.  16, 1974 

Winst(Xi  Paiic,  town  of  (Web¬ 
ster  County) _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Woodbury,  town  of  (Butler 

County)  _  Peb.  1,  1974 

Worthvllle,  town  ot  (Carroll 

County) _ _ _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Total  .  85 

Louisiana 

Abita  Springs,  town  (St. 

Tammany  Parish)  _ _ _  May  17, 1974 

Albany,  Village  of  (Living¬ 
ston  Pariah)  _ _ _ Apr.  12, 1974 

Baslle,  town  of  (Bvangellne 

Parish)  _  May  24, 1974 

BastK^,  city  of  (Morehouse 

Partsli)  _  Mar.  16, 1974 

Benton,  town  of  (Bossier 

Parish)  _  June  14,  1974 

Boyce,  town  of  (Rapides 

Parish)  _  Apr.  6,  1974 

Broussard,  town  of  (Lafay¬ 
ette  Parish) _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Clarence,  village  of  (Natchi¬ 
toches  Parish) _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Coushatta,  town  of  (Bed 

River  PaiiA)  _ _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Denham  Springs,  city  of 

(Llvlngst(Xi  Parish) _ ...  Mar.  16, 1974 

Doyllne,  village  of  (Webster 

Parish)  _  Apr.  6,  1974 

Duson,  town  at  (Lafayette 

Parish) _  Do. 

Grand  Coteau,  town  of  (St. 

Landry  Parish) _ _ _  Dec.  7, 1973 

Independence,  town  of 

(Tangipahoa  Psu*lsh)  May  17, 1974 

Kinder,  town  of  (Allen 

Parish)  _ -• . —  Apr.  6,  1974 

Le  Contrite,  town  of  (Resides 

Psulsh)  _  May  17, 1974 

Mermentau,  town  of  (Acadia 

Parish)  _  Nov.  23, 1974 

Morse,  town  of  (Aoadla 

Pariah)  _  Nov,  23, 1973 

Peart  River,  town  of  (St. 

Tammany  Parish) _  May  24, 1974 

Provencal,  vl”age  of  (Natchi¬ 
toches  Parish) _  Da 

Rlnggcdd,  town  of  (Bienville 

Parish)  _  May  8,  1974 

Bobeline,  village  of  (Natchi¬ 
toches  Pariah)  _ _ _  Apr.  12, 1973 

Roseland,  town  of  (Tangipa¬ 
hoa  Parish)  _ _  Oct.  28, 1978 

Sicily  Island,  Village  at 

(Catahoula  Parish) _  Dec.  28, 1978 

Sterllngton,  town  at  (Oua¬ 
chita  Pariah)  _ _ _  Dec.  17, 1978 


Louisiana — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Ville  Platte,  town  of  (Evan¬ 
geline  Pariah) _  May  17, 1974 

Wlnnfleld,  town  of  (Winn 

Parish)  .  Nov.  16, 1973 

TotM . .  27 

Maine 

Ashland,  town  of  (Aroostook 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Buxton,  town  of  (York 

Covmty)  -  Apr.  6, 1974 

Dexter,  town  of  (Penobscot 

County)  -  Mar.  16, 1974 

Glenburn,  town  of  (Penob¬ 
scot  County) _  Mar,  1,  1974 

Hollis,  town  of  (York 

Covmty)  _  May  31, 1974 

Llmlngton,  town  of  (York 

Covmty)  _  Do. 

Lisbon,  town  of  (Androscog¬ 
gin  County) _  Feb.  16,  1974 

Minot,  town  of  (Androscog¬ 
gin  Covmty) _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Phillips,  town  of  (Franklin 

Covmty)  -  Jvme  14,  1974 

Poland,  town  of  (Androscog¬ 
gin  Covmty) - - -  Peb.  22,  1974 

Richmond,  town  of  (Saga- 

dohoc  Covmty) -  May  81,  1974 

Sabattus,  town  of  (Andros¬ 
coggin  County) _  Do. 

Scarborough,  town  of  (Cvun- 

berland  Covmty) _  May  17,  1974 

South  Portland,  city  of 

(Cumberland  Covmty) _  Feb.  22,  1974 

Strong,  town  of  (Franklin 

Covmty)  _  June  14,  1974 

Van  Bviren,  town  of  (Aroos¬ 
took  County) _  Do. 

Total  .  16 

Maryland 

WiUlamspert,  town  of 

(Washington  Covmty) _  Feb.  16,  1974 

Total _  1 

Massachusetts 

Amesbury,  town  of  (Essex 

Covmty)  -  Jvme  14,  1975 

Athol,  town  of  (Worcester 

County)  .  Mar.  8, 1974 

Barre,  town  of  (Worcester 

County)  . . .  May  17,  1974 

Brewster,  town  of  (Bcu*n- 

stable  Covmty) _  Mar.  16,  1974 

Brookfield,  town  of  (Worces¬ 
ter  Covmty)-. _ _  May  3,  1974 

Buckland,  town  of  (Frank¬ 
lin  County) . . .  May  31,  1974 

Chatham,  town  of  (Barn¬ 
stable  Covmty) _  Do. 

East  Brookfield,  town  of 

(Worcester  Covmty) _ _  Jvme  7,  1974 

Edgartown,  town  of  (Dukes 

Covmty)  .  May  31,  1974 

Everett,  city  of  (Middlesex 

Covmty)  - - -  Jvme  7,  1974 

Fitchburg,  city  of  (Worcester 

Covmty)  -  Apr.  6,  1974 

Gill,  town  of  (Franklin 

Covmty)  . .  Mar.  16,  1974 

Grafton,  town  of  (Worcester 

CovmtY)  _  Apr.  6,  1974 

Holland,  town  of  (Hampden 

Covmty)  _  Jvme  7,  1974 

Leonmlnster,  town  of 

(Worcester  Covmty) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Monterey,  town  of  (Berk¬ 
shire  Covmty) _  Mar.  16,  1974 

Orange,  town  of  (Franklin 

Covmty)  .  May  81, 1974 

Boyalston,  town  ot  (Worces¬ 
ter  Covmty) -  May  17, 1974 

Svmderland,  town  of  (Frank¬ 
lin  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 


Massachusetts — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Warren,  town  of  (Worcester 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Westborough,  town  of 

(Worcester  Covmty) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Wilbraham,  town  of  (Hamp¬ 
den  County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Total . . .  22 

Michigan 

Almont,  village  of  (Lapeer 

County)  . .  May  10,  1974 

Ash,  township  of  (Monroe 

County)  . .1  Jvme  14,  1974 

Bedford,  township  of  (Mon¬ 
roe  County) -  Peb.  15,  1974 

De  Witt,  city  of  (Clinton 

County)  - _ _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Flat  Rock,  city  of  (Wayne 

Covmty)  -  May  17,  1974 

Frankenmuth,  city  of  (Sagi¬ 
naw  County) _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Grand  Ledge,  city  of  (Eaton 

Covmty)  .  May  17,  1974 

Hastings,  city  of  (Barry 

Covmty)  .  Apr.  12,  1974 

Leslie,  city  of  (Ingham 

County)  .  June  14,  1974 

Manchester,  village  of 

(Washtenaw  Covmty) _  Feb.  22,  1974 

Memphis,  village  of  (St. 

Clair  Covmty) -  May  17,  1974 

Milan,  township  of  (Monroe 

County)  .  May  24,  1974 

Olivet,  city  of  (Eaton 

County)  . .  May  17,  1974 

Parchment,  city  of  (Kalama¬ 
zoo  County) -  May  10,  1974 

Petersbvu*g,  town  of  (Monroe 

Covmty)  . .  Feb.  16,  1974 

Plalnwell,  dty  of  (Allegan 

Cvunty)  - . .  May  17,  1974 

Pl^uaoato,  dtp  of  (Wayne 

County)  - _ - _  Do. 

Ralslnville,  township  of 

(Monroe  Covmty) _  Feb.  16,  1974 

Rlvervlew,  City  of  (Wayne 

Covmty)  -  May  3, 1974 

Saugatuck,  village  of  (Al¬ 
legan  Covmty) -  Jvme  7,  1974 

South  Rockwood,  village  of 

(Monroe  Covmty) _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Traverse  City,  city  of  (Grand 

Traverse  Covmty) _  May  24,  1974 

Watervllet,  city  of  (Berrien 

Covmty)  .  May  31,  1974 

WUllamston,  city  of  (Ingham  « 

County)  - . . .  May  8,  1974 

Total _  24 

Minnesota 

Arlington,  city  of  (Sibley 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Aurora,  city  of  (St.  Louis 

Covmty)  -  Apr.  6,  1974 

Avon,  city  of  (Steams 

County)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Brownton,  city  of  (McLeod 

Covmty)  -  May  3, 1974 

Chokio,  city  of  (Stevens 

County)  _  Do. 

Clinton,  city  of  (Big  Stone 

Covmty)  _  May  17,  1973 

Cohasset,  city  of  (Itasca 

Covmty)  _  May  31,  1974 

Corcoran,  city  of  (Hennepin  . 

Covmty)  _  Jvme  7,  1974 

Cosmos,  city  of  (Meeker 

County)  _  May  17, 1974 

Kagan,  city  of  (Dakota 

Covmty)  _  Nov.  80, 1973 

Eden  Prairie,  city  ot  (Henne¬ 
pin  Covml7)_— _ _ _  Mar.  1, 1974 

Elgin,  city  of  (Wabasha 

Covmty)  _ _ _ _ —  May  17, 1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

Ellsworth,  city  of  (Nobles 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Elmore,  city  of  (Faribault 

County)  -  May  14, 1974 

Eveleth,  city  of  (St.  Louis 

County)  -  June  7, 1974 

Eyota,  city  of  (Olmsted 

County)  -  Apr.  12,  1974 

Fairfax,  city  of  (Renville 

County)  . . .  Mar.  29. 1974 

Fairmont,  city  of  (Martin 

County)  -  June  7, 1974 

Farmington,  village  of  (Da¬ 
kota  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Freeport,  city  of  (Stearns 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Glen  wood,  city  of  (Pope 

County)  -  Mar.  29, 1974 

Glyndon,  city  of  (Clay 

County)  -  May  17, 1974 

Goodhue,  city  of  (Goodhue 

County)  -  May  24, 1974 

Gracevllle,  city  of  (Big  Stone 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Greenwood,  city  of  (Henne¬ 
pin  County) _  May  31, 1974 

Henning,  city  of  (Otter  Tall 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Heron  Lake,  city  of  (Jackson 

County)  _  May  24, 1974 

Hills,  city  of  (Rock  Coun(;y)_  Apr.  12,  1974 
Holdlngford,  city  of  (Stearns 

County)  .  May  17, 1974 

International  Falls,  city  of 

(Koochiching  County) _  June  7, 1974 

Isanti,  city  of  (Isanti 

County)  .  Jan.  9,  1974 

Ivanhoe,  city  of  (Lincoln 

County)  -  Mar.  29,  1974 

Jasper,  city  of  (Pipestone 

and  Rock  Counties) _ *  Do. 

Keewatin,  city  of  (Itasca 

County)  . May  3. 1974 

Kenyon,  city  of  (Goodhue 

County)  . .  May  24. 1974 

Klester,  city  of  (Faribault 

County)  .  May  10. 1974 

Litchfield,  city  of  (Meeker 

County)  . Apr.  12.  1974 

Madella,  city  of  (Watonwan 

County)  _ _ _  Do 

Madison,  city  of  (Lac  Qul 

Parle  County) _  Do. 

Maple  Plain,  city  of  (Henne¬ 
pin  County) _ _ _  May  3. 1974 

Marble,  city  of  (Itasca 

County)  -  May  17, 1974 

Mayer,  city  of  (Carver 

County)  _  Nov.  23, 1973 

Medford,  city  of  (Steele 

County)  -  Apr.  12,  1974 

Menahga,  city  of  (Wadena 

County)  _  Do. 

Mendota  Heights,  city  of 

(Dakota  County) _  Nov.  23. 1973 

Mendota,  city  of  (Dakota 

County)  _  Feb.  8, 1974 

Minnesota  Lake,  city  of 

(Faribault  County) _  May  17, 1974 

Morristown,  city  of  (Rice 

County)  . .  Mar.  29,  1974 

Mounds  View,  city  of  (Ram¬ 
sey  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Mountain  Iron,  village  of  (St. 

Louis  County) _  May  24. 1974 

New  London,  city  of  (Kandi¬ 
yohi  County) -  .^r.  6,  1974 

New  Richland,  city  of  (Wa¬ 
seca  County) _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Nicollet,  city  of  (Nicollet 

County)  -  Apr.  6,  1974 

North  Branch,  city  of  (Chic¬ 
ago  County) -  May  10. 1974 

Oak  Park  Heights,  city  of 

(Washington  County) _  Mar.  22, 1974 


Minnesota — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Odessa,  city  of  (Big  Stone 

County)  _  Nov.  23, 1973 

Ravenna,  city  of  (Dakota 

County)  - . .  Feb.  25. 1974 

Richmond,  city  of  (Stearns 

County)  _  Mar.  29, 1974 

Rosemont,  city  of  (Dakota 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

Rush  City,  city  of  (Chisago 

County)  _  May  10, 1974 

Sacred  Heart,  city  of  (Ren¬ 
ville  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Sanborn,  city  of  (Redwood 

County)  _  May  10, 1974 

Scanlon,  city  of  (Carlton 

County)  _  Nov.  2, 1973 

Sebeka,  city  of  (Wadena 

County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Spring  Lake  Park,  city  of 

(Anoka  County) _  May  10, 1974 

Spring  Park,  city  of  (Henne¬ 
pin  County) _  June  7, 1974 

St.  Bonlfaclus,  city  of  (Hen¬ 
nepin  County) _  Do. 

Taylor  Falls,  city  of  (Chis¬ 
ago  County) _  May  24, 1974 

Tyler,  city  of  (Lincoln 

Coimty)  _  May  3, 1974 

Wanamlngo,  city  of  (Good- 

hue  County) _  May  10, 1974 

Watkins,  city  of  (Meeker 

County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Welcome,  city  of  (Martin 

County)  _  May  10, 1974 

Wlnthrop,  city  of  (Sibley 

County)  _  May  17, 1974 

Total . .  73 

Mississippi 

Crowder,  town  of  (Quitman 

and  Panola  Counties) _  June  7, 1974 

Marion,  town  of  (Lauderdale 

County)  _  Jan.  16, 1974 

Ripley,  city  of  (Tippah 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

Shubuta,  town  of  (Clarke 

County)  _  Do. 

Valden,  town  of  (Carroll 

County)  _  Do. 

Wajmesboro,  town  of  (Wayne 

County)  _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Total _  6 

Missouri 

Anderson,  city  of  (McDonald 

County)  _  May  17, 1974 

Anniston,  town  of  (Missis¬ 
sippi  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Areola,  town  of  (Iron 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Archie,  town  of  (Cass 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

Ava,  city  of  (Douglas  Coun¬ 
ty)  .  May  17,  1974 

Ballwin,  city  of  (St.  Louis 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Bland,  city  of  (Gasconade 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Bloomfield,  city  of  (Stoddard 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Bolivar,  city  of  (Polk  Coun¬ 
ty)  .  Mar.  16,  1974 

Breckenrldge  Hills,  city  of 

(St.  Louis  County) _  Dec.  7,  1973 

Brookfield,  city  of  (Linn 

County)  _  Feb.  1.  1974 

Brunswick,  town  of  (C^iarl- 

ton  County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Buckner,  town  of  (Jackson 

Coxm^)  -  Dec.  28,  1973 

California,  city  of  (Moniteau 

County)  -  Apr.  6,  1974 

CamMon,  city  of  (Clinton 
and  Dekalb  Counties) _  May  17,  1974 


Missouri — Continued 

Date  of 
Identification 

Campbell,  city  of  (Dunklin 

County)  -  Mar.  29,  1974 

Carl  Jun^lon,  dty  of  (Jas¬ 
per  County) _  Feb.  8,  1974 

Carrollton,  city  of  (Carroll 

County)  _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Cartervllle,  town  of  (Jasper 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Carthage,  city  of  (Ja^>er 

County)  _  Mar.  15,  1974 

Center,  town  of  (Ralls  Coun¬ 
ty)  _  July  26,  1973 

Clinton,  city  of  (Henry 

County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Conway,  town  of  (Laclede 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Crane,  city  of  (Stone  Coun¬ 
ty)  _  June  7,  1974 

Doniphan,  city  of  (Ripley 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Duenweg,  city  of  (Jasper 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Eldorado  i^rlngs,  city  of 

(Cedar  County) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Elvins,  city  of  (St.  Francois 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Fairfax,  town  of  (Atcblnson 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Fisk,  City  of  (Butler  Coun¬ 
ty)  . . .  Mar.  29,  1974 

Fulton,  city  of  (Callaway 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Gainesville,  town  of  (Oxsark 

County)  -  Dec.  28,  1973 

Garden  City,  town  of  (Cass 

County)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Glenaire,  village  of  (Clay 

County)  _ _  June  14,  1974 

Granby,  city  of  (Newton 

County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Hardin,  city  of  (Ray  Coun¬ 
ty)  _  June  7,  1974 

Harrlsonvllle,  city  of  (Cass 

County)  _  Mar.  15,  1974 

Hillsdale,  village  of  (St.  Louis 

County)  _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Illmo,  city  of  (Scott  Coun¬ 
ty)  .  May  3,  1974 

Klnloch,  city  of  (St.  Louis 

County)  _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Laddonia,  city  of  (Audrain 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Lamar,  town  of  (Barton 

County)  _ _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Lilbourn,  city  of  (New  Ma¬ 
drid  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Lincoln,  town  of  (Benton 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Luteeville,  city  of  (Bollinger 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Manchester,  city  of  (St.  Louis 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Marble  Hill,  city  of  (Bollin¬ 
ger  County) _  May  10.  1974 

Marceline,  city  of  (Linn 

County)  _  Mar.  29.  1974 

Marlonvllle,  city  of  (Law¬ 
rence  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Marlborough,  village  of  (St. 

Louis  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Marston,  city  of  (New  Ma¬ 
drid  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Mary  Ridge,  village  of  (St. 

Louis  County) _  Apr.  6,  1974 

Milan,  city  of  (Sullivan 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Naylor,  city  of  (R^jley 

County)  _  Do. 

Noel,  town  of  (McDonald 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Norborne,  city  of  (Carroll 

Coiinty)  -  Apr.  5,  1974 

OwensvUle,  city  of  (Gascon¬ 
ade  Coun^) _  May  10,  1974 
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Date  of 
Jdenti/icatiois 

Ozark,  city  of  (Christian 

County)  _ _ _ _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Palmyra,  dty  of  (Marlon 

County)  _ _ _  Mar.  6,  197i 

ParkTlUe,  town  of  (Platte 

County)  _  Jfui.  16,  1974 

Parma,  town  of  (New  Madrid 

County)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

PMTyvUle,  city  of  (Perry 

County)  _  Mar.  8, 1974 

Poplar  Bluff,  city  of  (Butler 

County)  _  Do. 

Puxico,  town  of  (Stoddard 

County)  _  Do. 

Scott  City,  city  of  (Scott 

County)  _ _ _ Apr.  12,  1974 

Slater,  city  of  (Saline 

County)  _ _ _ _  May  10,  1974 

Stanberry,  dty  of  (Gentry 

County)  _ _ _  May  17,  1974 

St.  Clair,  town  of  (Franklin 

County)  _ _ _ _ _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Town  &  Country,  dty  of  (St. 

*  Louis  County) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Trenton,  City  <rf  (Grundy 

County)  _  Feb.  15,  1974 

Van  Buren,  town  of  (Carter 

County)  _  Jem.  23,  1974 

Vandalia,  dty  of  (Audrain 

County)  _ _  May  17,  1974 

Versailles,  dty  of  (Morgan 

County)  _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Vlnlta  Park,  city  of  (St. 

Louis  County _  Do. 

Warrensburg.  dty  of  (Jdin- 

son  County) _  Dec.  17, 1973 

Warsaw,  dty  of  (Benton 

County)  _ _ : _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Windsor,  dty  of  (Henry 
County)  _ _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Total  .  77 

Montana 

Baker,  city  of  (Fallon 

County)  _ _ _  Mar.  16,  1974 

Big  Sandy,  town  of  (Ctmu- 

teau  County) _  Mar.  26,  1974 

Cboteau,  dty  of  (Teton 

County)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Darby,  town  of  (RaTalli 

County)  _ _ _  Jan.  9, 1974 

Wnnlii,  town  of  (Madlsw 

Coimty)  _ _ Mar.  16,  1974 

Foigytb.  cl^  of  (Hoaebud 

County)  - - 

Fbrt  Benton,  dty  of  (Cbou-  Mar.  8,  1974 

teau  County) _  May  10,  1974 

Glasgow,  dty  of  (Valley 

County)  _ _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Hot  Springs,  town  of  (Sand¬ 
ers  County) _  June  7, 1974 

Kallspell,  dty  of  (Flathead 

County)  _  Feb.  15, 1974 

LlW>y.  dty  of  (Lincoln 

County)  _  May  31, 1974 

Nashua,  town  of  (Valley 

County)  _  Apr.  5, 1974 

Plains,  town  of  (Sanders 

County)  _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Red  Lodge,  City  of  (Carbon 

County)  _ _ _  May  24, 1974 

Three  Fen'ka,  town  of  (Galla- 

Twln  Bridges,  town  of  (Madl-  Mar.  29, 1974 

son  County) - 

tm  County) -  Do. 

son  County) - 


Whits  Suliffitir  Springs,  dty 

of  (Meager  County) - May  24, 1974 

WhltsOah.  dty  of  (Flathsad 


County)  ... - May  81, 1974 

Total. _ -  18 


Nebraska 

Date  of 
Identification 

Auburn,  city  of  (Nemaha 

County) _ i _  Dec.  17, 1973 

Bennington.  village  of 

(Douglas  County) _  Feb.  1, 1973 

Blue  Springs,  city  of  (Gage 

County)  _  Jan.  9, 1974 

Brule,  Tillage  of  (Keith 

County)  _ May  24, 1974 

Cairo,  town  of  (Hail  County)  Do. 

Clay  Center,  dty  of  (Clay 

County)  _ _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Culberton,  village  of  (Hltch- 

eexjk  Coimty) _  May  10, 1974 

Edgar,  dty  of  (Clay  County)  Apr.  12, 1974 
Elm  Creek,  village  of  (Buf¬ 
falo  County) _ May  31, 1974 

Ewing,  village  of  (Holt 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Fullerton,  city  of  (Nance 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

Gibbon,  city  ot  (Buffalo 

County)  _  May  31, 1974 

Harvard,  city  of  (Clay 

County)  _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Hay  Springs,  city  of  (Sheri¬ 
dan  Coun^) _ Do. 

Nickerson,  town  ot  (Dodge 

County)  _ _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Oakdale,  village  of  (Antelope 

County)  _  Dec.  28, 1973 

Qrd,  town  of  (Valley 

County)  _  Apr.  5, 1974 

Osceola,  dty  of  (Polk 

County)  _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Overton,  village  of  (Dawson 

County)  _  June  14, 1974 

O’NeUl,  city  of  (Holt 

County)  _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Paxton,  Village  of  (Keith  . 

County)  _  May  24, 1974 

Ponca,  CIW  of  (Dixon 

County)  _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Ralston,  dty  of  (Douglas 

County)  _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Rushvllle,  city  of  (Sheridan 

County)  -  May  3. 1974 

Shelton,  village  of  (Buffalo 

County)  _ .....  Mar.  22, 1974 

Stromsburg,  city  of  (Polk 

County)  _ ....  June  7, 1974 

Sutton,  dty  of  (Clay 

County)  _ Do. 

Terrtown.  village  d  (Scotts 

Bluff  Coimty) _ ....  Dec.  17, 1973 

Wisner,  town  of  (Cuming 

County)  _  Dec.  7, 1973 

Total .  29 

Nevada 

OaUente,  dty  of  (Lincoln 

County)  _  Mar.  29, 1974 

Carson  City,  city  of  (Carson 

City  County) _  May  24, 1974 

Sparks,  dty  of  (Washoe 

County)  _ _  Feb.  8, 1974 

Total _  3 

New  Hampshire 

Allenstown.  town  of  (Merri¬ 
mack  County) _  Apr.  5, 1974 

Bath,  town  of  (Grafton 

County)  _ _  Mar.  1, 1974 

Bedford,  Town  of  (HUls- 

borough  County) _ _  Mar.  29, 1974 

Bennington,  town  of  (Hills¬ 
borough  County) _ _  Mar.  8, 1974 

Boscawen,  town  ot  (Merri¬ 
mack  County) _ - _ _ _ ...  Mar.  15, 1974 

Caa^>ton,  town  of  (Grafton 

County)  ...... _ _  Apr.  6, 1974 

Charlestown,  town  of  (SuUl- 
van  County) _ _  May  31. 1974 


New  Hampshire — Continued 

Date  of 
Identification 

Chichester,  town  of  (Merri¬ 
mack  County) _  Apr.  5, 1974 

Derring,  town  of  (Hillsbor¬ 
ough  County) -  Mar.  15, 1974 

Epsom,  town  of  (Merrimack 

County)  -  Do. 

Franceetown,  town  of  (Hills¬ 
borough  County) -  June  14,  1974 

Frankim,  city  of  (Merrimack 

County)  -  Mar.  8,  1974 

GUsum.  town  of  (Cheshire 

County)  -  May  31, 1974 

Gotham,  town  of  (Coos 

County)  _  Mar.  1, 1974 

Haverhill,  town  of  (Grafton 

County)  _  Mar.  8, 1974 

Hennlcker,  town  of  (Merri¬ 
mack  County) _  Mar.  15, 1974 

Holdemess,  town  of  (Graf¬ 
ton  County) _ _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Hudson,  Town  of  (Hillsbor¬ 
ough  County) _  Mar.  8. 1974 

Litchfield,  town  of  (HUla- 

borough  County) _  Mar.  15, 1974 

Littleton,  town  of  (Grafton 

County)  -  May  31, 1974 

M^edlth,  town  of  (Belknap 

County)  -  June  14, 1974 

New  Castle,  town  of  (Rock¬ 
ingham  County) -  May  31. 1974 

New  Hampton,  town  of  (Bel¬ 
knap  County) -  Mar.  8, 1974 

Northfleld,  town  of  (Merri¬ 
mack  County) _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Northumberland,  town  of 

(Coos  County) _  Feb.  22, 1974 

Pembroke,  town  of  (Merri¬ 
mack  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Pittsfield,  town  of  Merri¬ 
mack  County) _  Mar.  16, 1974 

Plymouth,  town  of  (Grafton 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Rumney,  town  of  (Grafton 

County)  -  Mar.  16, 1974 

Tilton,  town  ot  (Belknap 

County)  -  Mar.  22,  1974 

Unity,  town  of  (Sullivan 

County)  _  May  31, 1974 

Total . .  31 

New  Jersey 
Audubon,  borough  of  (Cam¬ 
den  County) -  Mar.  29,  1974 

Bayoxme,  dty  of  (Hudson 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Bogota,  tXHTOugh  of  (Bergen 

County)  _  May  31.  1974 

Bradley  Beach.  b<HX>ugh  of 

(Monmouth  County) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Butler,  borough  of  (Morris 

County)  . .  Feb.  1,  1974 

Colts  Neck,  townmip  of 

(Monmouth  County) _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Falrvtew,  borough  of  (Ber¬ 
gen  County) _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Franklin,  borough  of  (Sus¬ 
sex  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Hamburg,  borough  of  (Sus¬ 
sex  County) _  June  14,  1974 

Hampton,  borough  of 

(Hunterdon  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Hasbrouck  Heights,  borough 

of  (Bergen  County) _ _  Nov.  90,  1978 

Klnndon,  borough  of  (Mor¬ 
ris  County) _  July  13,  1974 

Little  Ferry,  borough  of 

(Bergen  County)  _ _ _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Mi^le  Shade,  township  of 

(Burlington  County) _  Mar.  18,  1974 

Morristown,  town  of  (Morris 
County)  Feb.  1,  1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

North  Arlington,  baax>ugh  of 

(Bergen  County) _  Mar.  28,  1874 

Oaklyn,  borough  of  (Camden 

County)  _ •_  Peb.  22,  1874 

Ogdensburg,  borough  of 

(Sussex  County) _  May  17,  1874 

Pitman,  borough  of 

Gloucester  County) _  Mar.  16,  1974 

Pixfcpect  Park,  borough  of 

(Passaic  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Red  Bank,  borough  of  (Mon¬ 
mouth  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Roseland,  borough  of  (Essex 

County)  _  Jvme  29,  1973 

Rutherford,  borough  of  (Ber¬ 
gen  County) _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Seaside  Heights,  borough  of 

(Ocean  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Shrewsbury,  borough  of 

(Monmouth  County) -  June  7,  1974 

Susex,  borough  of  (Sussex 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Upper  Freehold,  township  of 

(Monmouth  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

West  New  York,  town  of 

'(Hudson  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Westvllle,  borough  of 

(Gloucester  County) -  Mar.  8,  1974 

Winfield,  township  of 

(Union  County) _  Do. 

WoodcUff  Lake,  borough  of 

(Bergen  County) _  Peb.  22,  1974 

Total . .  31 

New  Mexico 

Cimarron,  village  of  (Colfax 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Hagerman,  town  of  (Chaves 

County)  _ -  May  31,  1974 

Silver  City,  town  of  (Grant 

County)  _  Jpne  14,  1974 

Taos,  town  of  (Taos  Coimty) .  May  17,  1974 

Total  .  4 

New  York 

Adams,  town  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ -  May  31,  1974 

Alabama,  town  of  (Genesee 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Albion,  village  of  (Orleans 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Alexandria,  town  of  (Jeffer¬ 
son  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Antwerp,  village  of  (Jeffer¬ 
son  County) _  Do- 

Arcade,  village  of  (Wyoming 

County)  _  Do. 

Baldwin,  town  of  (Chemung 

County)  _  Do. 

Ballston  Spa,  village  of 

(Saratoga  County) -  Do. 

Barker,  town  of  (Broome 

County)  _  Peb.  16,  1974 

Batavia,  town  of  (Genesee 

County)  . . — -  May  3,  1974 

Baxter  Estates,  village  of 

(Nassau  Coimty) -  June  14,  1974 

Bolivar,  village  of  (Allegany 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

BoonvUle,  village  of  (Oneida 

County)  _  May  31, 1974 

Boston,  town  of  (Erie 

County) -  Apr.  12,  1974 

Brant,  town  of  (Erie 

County)  _  Jime  14,  1974 

Bridgewater,  village  of 

(Oneida  County) -  May  17,  1974 

Brockport,  village  of  (Mon¬ 
roe  County) _  May  81,  1974 

Cambria,  town  of  (Niagara 

'  County)  _ _ _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Canaseraga,  village  of  (Alle¬ 
gany  County) _  May  10,  1974 

Canastota,  village  of  (Madi¬ 
son  Coimty) _ _ _  Mar.  29,  1974 


New  Mexico — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Candor,  village  of  (Tioga 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

CasUeton  on  the  Hudson, 
village  of  (Rensselaer 

County)  -  Mar.  1,  1974 

Celoron,  village  of  (Chau¬ 
tauqua  County) _  Peb.  16,  1974 

Central  Square,  village  of 

(Oswego  County) -  May  17,  1974 

Champion,  town  of  (Jeffer¬ 
son  County) -  May  31,  1974 

Champlain,  village  of  (Clin¬ 
ton  County) _  Do. 

Chaumont,  village  of  (Jeffer¬ 
son  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Chenango,  town  of  (Broome 

County)  _  Mar,  8,  1974 

Cherry  Creek,  village  of 

(Chautauqua  Coimty) _  May  10,  1974 

Clnclnnatus,  town  of  (Cort¬ 
land  County) _  Apr.  6,  1974 

Claytton,  town  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Clayvllle,  village  of  (Oneida 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Cleveland,  village  of  (Oswego 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Clyde,  village  of  (Wayne 

County)  _  Do. 

Cold  Spring,  village  of  (Put¬ 
nam  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Columbia,  town  of  (Herki¬ 
mer  County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Constantia,  tovm  of  (Oswego 

County)  _  Apr.  6, 1974 

Croghan,  village  of  (Lewis 

County)  _  May  31, 1974 

Danube,  town  of  (Herkimer 

County)  _  Apr.  5, 1974 

De  Ruyter,  village  of  (Madi¬ 
son  County) _ May  24, 1974 

Dickinson,  town  of  (Broome 

County)  _  Mar.  8, 1974 

Dobbs  Perry,  village  of 

(Westchester  County) _  May  17, 1974 

Earlvllle,  village  of  (Madison 

County)  _  May  31, 1974 

East  Syracuse,  village  of 

(Onondaga  County) _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Eaton,  town  of  (Madison 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Elmsford,  village  of  (West¬ 
chester  County) _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Evans  Mills,  village  of  (Jef-  ' 

ferson  County) _  May  17, 1974 

Palrfield,  town  of  (Herkimer 

County)  .  Mar.  29, 1974 

Palconer,  village  of  (Chau¬ 
tauqua  County) _ _ _  Peb.  22, 1974 

Pllmore,  village  of  (Allegany 

County)  _  Peb.  1, 1974 

Plorlda,  village  of  Orange 

County)  _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Ponda,  village  of  (Montgom¬ 
ery  Coimty) _ Mar.  1, 1974 

Port  Ann,  village  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  Coimty) _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Port  Johnson,  village  of 

(Montgomery  County) _  Mar.  16, 1974 

PrankllnvUle,  village  of 

(Cattaraugus  County) ....  May  31, 1974 
Pranklln,  village  of  (Dela¬ 
ware  County) _ _  Do. 

Freedom,  town  of  (Cattarau¬ 
gus  County) _  Do. 

Freevllle,  village  of  (Tomp- 

kln  Coimty) _  Do. 

Galway,  town  of  (Saratoga 

County)  _  June  14, 1974 

Glen  Park,  village  of  (Jeffer¬ 
son  County) _ _ _ _  Mar.  29, 1974 

Gouvemeur,  village  (St. 

Lawrence  County) _ - _ -  May  24, 1974 

Granby,  town  of  (Oswego- 
County)  _  May  3, 1974 


New  Mexico — Continued 

Date  of 
Identification 

Greene,  village  of  (Chenango 


Coimty)  _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Groton,  village  of  (Tompkins 

County)  _  Do. 

Hamilton,  town  of  (Madison 

County)  . . .  May  31,  1974 

Harriman,  village  of  (Orange 

County)  -  Mar.  8, 1974 

Haverstraw,  village  of  (Rock¬ 
land  County) -  Apr.  12,  1974 

Hobart,  village  of  (Delaware 

County)  - May  24, 1974 

Holland,  town  of  (Erie 

County)  -  June  14. 1974 

Hudson  Falls,  village  of 

(Washington  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Ischua,  town  of  (Cattaraugus 

County)  _  Do. 

Keesevllle,  village  of  (Essex 

County)  _  Do. 

Kensington,  village  of  (Nas¬ 
sau  County) - -  June  14, 1974 

Lebanon,  town  of  (Madison 

County)  . . .  May  31. 1974 

Lenox,  town  of  (Madison 

County)  - .  May  10, 1974 

Leon,  town  of  (Cattaraugus 

County)  . . . .  May  31, 1974 

Limestone,  village  of  (Cata- 

raugua  County) -  May  17, 1974 

Lincoln,  town  of  (Madison 

County)  - -  Apr.  12,  1974 

Lisle,  town  of  (Broome 

County) - - -  Peb.  16, 1974 

Litchfield,  town  of  (Herki¬ 
mer  County) _  Mar.  16. 1974 

Little  Falls,  town  of  (Herki¬ 
mer  County) _  Apr.  6, 1974 

Little  Valley,  village  of  (Ca- 

taraugus  County) _  May  31, 1974 

Livingston,  town  of  (Colum¬ 
bia  County) _  May  24, 1974 

Lorraine,  town  of  (Jefferson 

County) . . .  May  10,  1974 

Lyons,  village  of  (Wayne 

County)  . .  May  3, 1974 

Manhelm,  town  of  (Herkimer 

County)  . . . .  Mar,  8. 1974 

Mansfield,  town  of  (Catarau- 

gus  County)  . . .  May  31, 1974 

Marllla,  town  of  (Erie 

County)  -  May  17, 1974 

Mechanicvllle,  city  of  (Sara- 

■  toga  County) -  Apr.  6. 1974 

Medina,  village  of  (Orleans 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Mlddleburg,  village  of  (Scho¬ 
harie  County) _  May  31. 1974 

Milton,  town  of  (Saratoga 

County)  _  June  14, 1974 

Mlnlslnk,  town  of  (Orange 

County)  _ _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Mohawk,  town  of  (Montgom¬ 
ery  County) _  Feb.  15, 1974 

Montezuma,  town  of  (Cayuga 

County)  _ _ _  May  31, 1974 

Montgomery,  town  of 

(Orange  County) _  Mar.  22, 1974 

Moravia,  town  of  (Cayuga 

County)  _  June  14, 1974 

Moravia,  village  of  (Cayuga 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Morristown,  village  of  (St. 

Lawrence  County) _ _  May  31, 1974 

MorrlsvlUe,  village  of  (Madi¬ 
son  County) _ _  Mar.  8, 1974 

Mount  Hope,  town  of  (Orange 

County) _ _ _ _  May  24, 1974 

Manticoke,  town  at  (Broome 

County)  _ -  Apr.  12. 1974 

Napoli,  town  of  (Cataraugua 

County) _ _ _ _ _  June  14, 1974 

Nassau,  village  of  (Rensselaer 

County) _  Mar.  22, 1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

NelUston,  village  of  (Mont¬ 
gomery  County) _ _  Feb.  15, 1974 

New  Berlin,  village  of  ( Che¬ 
nango  County) _  May  31, 1974 

New  Lebanon,  town  of  (Co¬ 
lumbia  County) _  Apr.  12, 1974 

New  Scotland,  township  of 

(Albany  County) _  May  10, 1974 

Newstead,  town  of  (Erie 

County)  _  Apr.  12. 1974 

Nichols,  village  of  (Tioga 

County)  _  June  7, 1974 

North  Syracuse,  village  of 

(Onondaga  County) _  Do. 

Olive,  town  of  (XTlster 

Coimty)  _  Do. 

Orchard  Park,  village  of  (Erie 

County)  _  Do. 

Oswego,  town  of  (Oswego 

County)  _  May  31, 1974 

Otisco,  town  of  (Onondaga 

County) _  Do. 

Otto,  town  of  (Cataraugus 

County) _  Do. 

Owasco,  town  of  (Cayuga 

Coimty)  _  Do. 

Palatine  Bridge,  village  of 

(Montgomery  Coimty) _ Feb.  15, 1974 

PeelukiU,  city  of  (Westches¬ 
ter  County) _  May  31, 1974 

Pelham,  village  of  (Westches¬ 
ter  Coimty) _  May  17, 1974 

Perrysburg,  town  of  (Cattar¬ 
augus  County) -  May  17,  1974 

Perry,  village  of  (Wyoming 

County) -  May  24,  1974 

Poland,  village  of  (Herkimer 

County)  -  Mar.  8, 1974 

Port  Byron,  village  of  (Cay¬ 
uga  County) -  May  3,  1974 

Putnam  Vadley,  town  of 

(Putnam  County) _  Mar.  29, 1974 

Blchmondvllle,  village  of 

(Schoharie  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Bosendale,  town  of  (Ulster 

County)  _  Do. 

Bound  Lake,  village  gf  (Sar¬ 
atoga  County) _  Do. 

Bouaes  Point,  village  of 

(Clinton  County) _  June  14, 1974 

Butland,  town  of  (Jefferson 

Coxmty)  _  June  7,  1974 

Saddle  Bock,  village  of 

(Nassau  County) _  June  14,  1974 

Salem  village  of  (Washing¬ 
ton  County) _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Salisbury,  town  of  (Herk¬ 
imer  County) _ _  J  une  7,  1974 

Sandy  Creek,  town  of  (Os¬ 
wego  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Schaghtlooke,  village  of 

(Bensselaer  County) _  May  31, 1974 

SctK^MTle,  village  of  (Scho¬ 
harie  County) _  Do. 

SchuylervlUe,  village  of 

(Saratoga  Cotmty) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Scottsvllle,  village  of  (Mon¬ 
roe  County) _  Mar.  8. 1974 

Sempronlvis,  tovm  of  (Cay¬ 
uga  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Sennett,  town  of  (Cayuga 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Sherburne,  village  of  (Chen¬ 
ango  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Sidney,  town  of  (Delaware 

County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Sidney,  village  of  (Delaware 

County)  _  Feb.  8,  1974 

SlnclalrvUle,  village  of 

(Chautauqua  County)...  May  10,  1974 
Sloatsburg,  village  of  (Rock¬ 
land  county) _ _ _ Mar.  22,  1974 

South  Dayton,  village  ot 

(Cattaraugus  Coimty) _  May  31, 1974 

South  Olens  Falls,  village  of 

(Saratoga  County) _  Apr.  12,  1974 


New  Mexico — Continued 


South  Nyack,  village  of 

(Bockland  County)  _ _ 

Springville,  village  of  (Brie 

County)  _ 

Stamford,  village  of  (Dela¬ 
ware  County) _ 

Summerhlll,  town  of  (Cay¬ 
uga  County) _ 

Tannersville,  village  of 

(Oreene  County) _ 

Theresa,  village  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Throop,  town  of  (Cayuga 

County)  _ 

Torrey,  town  of  (Yates 

County)  _ 

Triangle,  town  of  (Broome 

County)  _ 

Truxton,  town  of  (Cortland 

County)  _ 

Tuckahoe,  village  of  (West¬ 
chester  County) _ 

Turin,  town  of  (Lewis 

County) _ _ _ 

Upper  Nyack.  village  of 

(Bockland  County) _ _ _ _ 

Victory,  village  of  (Swatoga 

County)  _ 

Wales,  town  of  (Erie 

County)  _ 

Waterloo,  village  of  (Seneca 

County)  _ 

Watertown,  city  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Watertown,  town  of  (Jeffer¬ 
son  County) _ 

West  Carthage,  village  of 

(Jefferson  Coimty) _ 

Whitney  Point,  village  of 

(Broome  Cotmty) _ _ 

Wilton,  town  of  (Saratoga 

County)  _ 

Wyoming,  village  of  (Wyom¬ 
ing  County) _ 

Total  _ - 


North  Carolina 

Andrews,  city  of  (Cherokee 

County)  _ 

Blsdenboro,  town  of  (Bladen 

County)  _ 

Burnsville,  dty  of  (Yancey 

Cotmty)  _ 

Carrboro,  village  of  (Orange 

County) _ 

Chadboum,  town  of  (Colum¬ 
bus  County) _ 

China  Orove,  town  of 

(Bowan  County) _ 

Columbia,  town  of  (Tyrell 

County)  _ 

Conetoe,  town  of  (Edge¬ 
combe  County) _ 

Dillsboro,  dty  of  (Jackson 

County)  _ 

Elizabethtown,  town  of 

(Bladen  County) _ 

Enfleld,  town  of  (Halifax 

County)  _ 

Frankllnvllle,  town  of  (Ban- 

dolph  County) _ 

Gatesville,  town  of  (Oates 

County)  _ 

JonesvlUe,  town  of  (Yadkin 

(bounty)  _ 

Knlghtdale,  town  of  (Wake 

County)  _ _ 

Lake  Waccamaw,  town  oi 

(Columbus  County) _ 

Lansing,  town  of  (Ashe 

Cotmty)  _ 

Llncolnton,  city  of  (Lin¬ 
coln  County) _ _ 

Macclesfield,  town  of  (Edge¬ 
combe  County) _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

Mar.  16.  1974 

May  17,  1974 

Do. 

May  31, 1974 
June  7,  1974 
May  10,  1974 
Apr.  12,  1974 
May  31,  1974 
Apr.  5,  1974 
Da 

May  10,  1974 

June  7,  1974 

Mar  15,  1974 
Apr.  5,  1974 

May  10,  1974 

May  31,  1974 

Apr.  6,  1974 

Da 

May  10,  1974 
Feb.  22.  1974 
June  14,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
169 

Mar.  8, 1974 
Nov.  30,  1974 
Mar.  8, 1974 
Feb.  22,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
Jan.  9,  1974 
Feb.  8,  1974 
Jan.  9,  1974 
Mar.  8, 1974 
Dec.  28,  1973 
Nov.  30,  1973 
Feb.  22,  1974 
Do. 

Mar.  1,  1974 
Apr.  12.  1974 
Dec.  28,  1978 
Feb.  22,  1974 
Apr.  6. 1974 
Jan.  9,  1974 


North  Carolina — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Newland,  town  of  (Avery 

County)  _  June  14, 1974 

PlneU^js,  town  of  (Edge¬ 
combe  County) _  Jon.  9,  1974 

BobbinsvlUe,  town  of  (Gra¬ 
ham  County) -  June  14,  1974 

Bobersonvllle,  town  of  (Mar¬ 
tin  Coimty) -  June  7,  1974 

Butherfordton,  town  of 

(Butherford  County) _  Mar.  1, 1974 

Sparta,  city  of  (Alleghany 

County)  -  Feb.  15,  1974 

Speed,  towm  of  (Edgecombe 

County)  -  Jan.  9,  1974 

Spruce  Pine,  town  of  (Mit¬ 
chell  County) -  June  14, 1974 

Sylva,  city  of  (Jackson 

County)  -  Mar.  8, 1974 

Vanceboro,  town  of  ((Graven 

County)  -  Mar.  1, 1974 

WaynesvUle,  city  of  (Hay¬ 
wood  County)  _  Mar.  8, 1974 

Whitakers,  town  of  (Bdge- 

comb  County) _ May  24, 1974 

Total _  31 

North  Dakota 

Belfield,  city  of  (Stark 

County)  _ May  24, 1974 

Bowman,  city  of  (Bowman 

County)  .  Mar.  29, 1974 

Hatton.  city  of  (Trail 

County)  _  May  10, 1974 

Lakota,  city  of  (Nelson 

County)  _  May  3, 1974 

Leeds,  city  of  (Benson 

County)  _ Apr.  6, 1974 

Maddock,  city  of  (Benson 

County)  _  Mar.  8. 1974  At 

Nov.  16,  1978 

New  Bockford,  city  of  (Eddy 

County)  _ Nov.  23,  1973 

Portland,  city  of  (Trail 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Bugby,  city  of  (Pierce 

County)  _ -  Mar.  22,  1974 

Turtle  Lake,  city  of  (McLean 

County)  _ _ - _ _  Do. 

Washburn,  city  o^  (McLean 

County)  _  Do. 

Wilton,  city  of  (McLean  and 

Burleigh  Counties) _ _  May  24,  1974 

Total . -  12 

Ohio 

Ada.  city  of  (Hardin  County)  June  7, 1974 
Addyston,  village  of  (Hamfi- 

ton  County) _ _ _ _ _ _  Mar.  1, 1974 

Alexandria,  village  of  (Lick¬ 
ing  County) _  May  31, 1674 

Alliance,  city  of  (Stark 

County)  _ -  June  7, 1974 

Amsterdam,  village  of  (Jef¬ 
ferson  County) _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Antwerp,  village  of  (Paul¬ 
ding  County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Apple  Creek,  village  of 

Wayne  CXmnty) _  Do. 

Arlington  Heights,  village  of 

(Hamilton  County) -  Feb.  1,  1974 

Arlington,  village  of  (Han¬ 
cock  County) _ —  May  17, 1974 

Ashley,  village  of  (Delaware 

County)  _ _ _ _ - _ —  Jan.  23, 1974 

Aurora,  city  of  (Portage 

County)  - _ — _ — —  May  10, 1974 

Avon,  city  at  (Lorain 

County)  _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Balnbrldge,  village  of  (Boss 

County)  Mar.  29, 1974 

Barnesvllle,  village  of  (Bel¬ 
mont  County)  June  7, 1974 

Batavia,  village  of  (Clermont 

County)  ... _ ..... _ Nov.  30,  1973 
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Bedford,  city  of  (Cuyahoga 

County)  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Bellalre,  city  of  (Belmont 

County)  _ 

Berlin  Heights,  village  of 

(Erie  County) _ _ 

Bettsvllle,  village  of  (Seneca 

County)  _ 

Blanchester,  village  of  (Clin¬ 
ton  County) _ 

Botkins,  village  of  (Shelby 

County)  _ 

Brecksvllle,  city  of  (Cuya¬ 
hoga  County) _ 

Brooklyn,  city  of  (Cuyahoga 

County)  _ _ 

Dennison,  village  of  (Tus- 

gomery  County) _ 

Bryan,  city  of  (WUllams 

County)  _ 

Cadiz,  village  of  (Harrison 

County)  _ 

Caldwell,  vUlage  <rf  (Noble 

County)  _ _ 

Caledonia,  vUlage  of  (Marlon 

County)  _ _ 

Cambridge,  city  of  (Ouern- 

sey  County) _ 

Camden,  village  of  (Preble 

County)  _ 

Canfield,  village  of  (Mahon¬ 
ing  County) _ 

Castalla,  village  of  (Erie 

County)  _ 

Centerburg,  village  of  (Knox 

County)  _ 

Chagrin  Falls,  village  of 

(Cuyahoga  Coxmty) _ 

Ctiardon.  village  of  (Qeauga 

County)  _ 

Cheviot,  city  of  (Hamilton 

County)  _ 

Chrlstlansburg,  village  of 

(Champaign  County) _ 

Coal  Orove,  village  of  (Law¬ 
rence  County) _ 

Coalton,  village  of  (Jackson 

County)  _ 

Coldwater,  village  of  (Mer¬ 
cer  County) _ 

Columbiana,  village  of  (Co¬ 
lumbiana  County) _ 

Columbus  Orove.  village  of 

(Putnam  County) _ 

Convoy,  village  of  (Van  Wert 

County)  _ 

Coming.  vUlage  of  (Perry 

County)  _ 

Coshocton,  city  of  (Coshoc¬ 
ton  County) _ 

CoyUigton,  village  of  (Miami 

County)  _ 

Creston,  village  of  (Wayne 

County)  _ 

Crooksvllle,  village  of  (Perry 

County)  _ 

Cuyahoga  Heights,  village  of 

(Cuyahoga  County) _ 

Cygnet,  village  of  (Wood 

County)  _ 

Delphos,  city  of  (Allen 

County)  _ _ _ _ _ 

Dennison,  vUlage  of  (Tus¬ 
carawas  County) _ 

Donnelsville',  village  of 

(Clark  County) _ 

East  Liverpool,  city  of  (Co¬ 
lumbiana  County) _ 

East  Palestine,  city  of  (Co¬ 
lumbiana  County) _ 

East  Sparta,  village  of  (Stark 

County)  _ 

Elida,  vUlage  of  (AUen 

County)  _ 

Empire,  village  of  (Jefferson 
County)  _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

Feb.  8.  1074 

Do. 

Apr.  6, 1974 
Apr.  la,  1974 
Apr.  5, 1974 
May  31, 1974 
Feb.  8, 1974 
Mar.  22, 1974 
Feb.  15, 1974 
June  7. 1974 
May  31, 1974 
June  7, 1974 
Apr.  5, 1974 
May  31, 1974 
May  10, 1974 
May  17, 1974 
Mar.  29, 1974 
May  17, 1974 
Mar.  15, 1974 
Jan.  9, 1974 
June  7. 1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
June  14. 1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
June  7. 1974 
May  3, 1974 
Feb.  8, 1974 
May  31. 1974 
May  10. 1974 
Jan.  23, 1974 
June  7, 1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
Do. 

Mar.  29, 1974 
May  10. 1974 
May  17, 1974 
Mar.  15, 1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
Jan.  16, 1974 
Do. 

Apr.  5, 1974 
Mar.  29, 1974 
Mar.  15, 1974 
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Euclid,  city  of  (Cuyahoga 

County)  _ _ _ 

Evendale,  vUlage  of  (HamU- 

ton  Cormty) _ _ 

Falrlawn,  city  of  (Summit 

County)  _ 

Fort  Jennings.  vUlage  of 

(Putnam  Coimty) _ 

Fort  Recovery,  vUlage  of 

(Mercer  County) _ 

Frankfort,  vUlage  of  (Boss 

County)  _ 

Frederlckstown,  vUlage  of 

(Knox  County) _ 

CkJlon,  city  of  (Ck'awford 

County)  _ 

Garfield  Heights,  city  of 

(Cuyahoga  Cotmty) _ 

Qarretsvllle,  vUlage  of  (Port¬ 
age  County) _ _ _ 

Girard,  city  of  (TrumbuU 

County)  _ 

Gloria  Glens  Park,  VUlage  of 

(Medina  County) _ 

Glouster,  vUlage  of  (Athens 

County)  _ 

Grand  River,  village  of  (Lake 

County)  _ 

Green  Camp,  vUlage  of 

(Marion  County) _ 

Green  Springs,  village  of 

(Sandusky  County) _ 

Greenfield,  vUlage  of  (High¬ 
land  County) _ 

Hamden,  vUlage  of  (Vinton 

County)  _ 

Hambler,  VUlage  of  (Henry 

County)  _ 

Harrison,  vUlage  of  (Hamil¬ 
ton  County) _ 

Hebron,  vUlage  of  (Licking 

County)  _ 

HlcksvUle,  vUlage  of  (Defi¬ 
ance  County) _ 

Hillsboro,  city  of  (Highland 

County)  _ 

Holgate,  vUlage  of  (Henry 

County)  _ 

Independence,  city  of 

(Cuyahoga  County) _ 

Jackson  Center,  vUlage  of 

(Shelby  County) _ 

Jacksonville,  vUlage  of 

(Athens  County) _ 

Jackson,  city  of  (Jackson 

County)  _ 

JefiersonvUle,  vUlage  of 

(Fayette  County) _ 

JeromesvUle,  vlUage  of  (Ash¬ 
land  County) _ 

Kallda,  vUlage  of  (Putnam 

Coxmty)  _ 

Kenton,  city  of  (Hardin 

County)  _ 

Klllbuck,  vUlage  of  (Holmes 

County)  _ 

Lakemore,  village  of  (Sum¬ 
mit  County) _ 

Lancaster,  City  of  (Fair- 

field  County) _ 

Leesburg,  vUlage  of  (High¬ 
land  County) _ 

Leetonla,  vUlage  of  (Colum¬ 
biana  County) _ 

Lincoln  Heights,  village  of 

(Hamilton  County) _ 

Lisbon,  village  of  (Colum¬ 
biana  County) _ 

Lockland,  city  of  (Colum¬ 
biana  County) _ 

Lodi,  village  of  (Medina 
County)  _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

Apr.  6. 1974 

Mar.  1. 1974 

Mar.  29.  1974 

May  31.  1974 

June  7,  1974 

Apr.  12.  1974 

April  5.  1974 

Mar.  15.  1974 

Apr.  15.  1974 

Apr.  12,  1974 

Jan.  23,  1974 

Mar.  15,  1974 

May  17,  1974 

Feb.  8, 1974 

Nov.  16,  1973 

Mar.  1.  1974 

Do. 

Feb.  1,  1974 
Apr.  12,  1974 
Feb.  15,  1974 
May  3.  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Do. 

May  3,  1974 
Feb.  1.  1974 
May  31.  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Do. 

Do. 

May  3.  1974 
Mar.  1,  1974 
Jan.  9,  1974 
May  3,  1974 
Feb.  8,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Apr.  5,  1974 
May  3, 1974 
Feb.  1,  1974 
Apr.  12,  1974 
Do. 

Mar.  15,  1974 


Logan,  city  of  (Hocking 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

London,  City  of  (Madison 
County)  _  May  10,  1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

LoudonvUle,  vUlage  of  (Ash¬ 
land  County) _  May  31,  1974 

LouisvUle,  city  of  (Stark 

County)  _  May  17.  1974 

Lowellville,  vUlage  of 

(Mahoning  County) _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Lucas,  vUlage  of  (Richland 

County)  _  Do. 

Lynchburg,  vUlage  of  (High¬ 
land  County) _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Madison.  VUlage  of  (Lake 

Ooimty)  _  May  10.  1974 

Magnolia,  vUlage  of  (Carroll 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Mantua,  village  of  (Portage 

County)  _  Feb.  8.  1974 

Maple  Heights,  City  of 

(Cuyahoga  County) _  Do. 

Mariemont,  vUlage  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  County) _  Do. 

Maumee,  city  of  (Lucas 

County)  _  Do, 

McComb,  vUlage  of  (Hancock 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

McConnelsvllle,  vUlage  of 

(Morgan  County) _  May  17,  1974 

McDonald,  village  of  (Trum¬ 
buU  County) _  Do. 

McGuffey,  vUlage  of  (Hardin 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Mechanlcsburg,  vUlage  of 

(Champaign  County) _  Feb.  1. 1974 

Mendon,  vUlage  of  (Mercer 

County)  _  June  14, 1974 

Milan,  village  of  (Erie 

County)  _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Mllbury,  village  of  (Wood 

County)  _  Mar.  1,.1974 

Millville,  village  of  (Butlw 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

MonroevUle,  vUlage  of 

(Huron  County) _  Nov.  2, 1973 

Monroe,  village  of  (Butler 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Montpelier,  vUlage  of  (WU¬ 
llams  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Moraine.  VUlage  of  (Mont¬ 
gomery  County) _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Moreland  Hills,  village  of 

(Cuyahoga  County) _  Feb.  8, 1974 

Mount  Healthy,  city  of 

(Hamilton  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Napoleon,  city  of  (Henry 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Nelsonvllle,  vUlage  of 

(Athens  County) _  May  10,  1974 

New  Holland,  vUlage  of 

(Pickaway  County) _  Apr.  5,  1974 

New  Lexington,  vUlage  of 

(Perry  County) -  May  17,  1974 

New  Matamoras.  vUlage  of 

(Washington  County) _  Apr.  5,  1974 

New  Miami,  vUlage  of  (But¬ 
ler  County) _  Feb.  8,  1974 

New  Philadelphia,  city  of 

(Tuscarawas  County) _  Mar.  15,  1974 

Newburgh  Heights,  village  of 

(Cuyahoga  County) _  Do. 

Newcomerstown,  vUlage  of 

(Tuscarawas  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Newton,  village  of  (Hamilton 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

North  Bend,  village  of 

(HamUton  County) _  Mar.  16. 1974 

North  Fairfield,  village  of 

(Huron  County) _  Do. 

North  Ridgevllle,  city  of 

(Lorain  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Norton,  city  of  (Summit 

County)  _  Mar.  16,  1974 

Oak  Harbor,  village  of  (Ot¬ 
tawa  County) _  Mar.  1,  1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

Oakwood  Village,  village  of 


(Cuyahoga  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Oakwood,  village  of  (Pauld¬ 
ing  County) _  Do. 

Obetz,  village  of  (Franklin 

County)  _  Feb.  15,  1974 

Ontario,  village  of  (Richland 

County)  _  Apr.  6, 1974 

Ottawa  Hills,  village  of 

(Lucas  County) _  Nov.  9, 1973 

Pa>ne,  village  of  (Paulding 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Peninsula,  village  of  (Sum¬ 
mit  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Perrysburg,  city  of  (Wood 

County)  _  Do. 

Piketon,  village  of  (Pike 

County)  _  Nov.  23,  1974 

Pioneer,  village  of  (Williams 

Coimty)  _  May  31,  1974 

Plymouth,  village  of  (Huron 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Pomeroy,  village  of  (Meigs 

Coimty)  _  Feb.  15,  1974 

Racine,  village  of  (Meigs 

County)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Reading,  city  of  (Hamilton 

County)  -  Feb.  8,  1974 

Richmond  Heights,  city  of 

(Cuyahoga  County) _  Mar  22,  1974 

Rich  wood,  village  of  (Union 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Riverside,  village  of  (Mont¬ 
gomery  County) _  Feb.  15,  1974 

Rock  Creek,  village  of  (Ash¬ 
tabula  County) _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Rockford,  village  of  (Mercer 

(bounty)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Rogers,  village  of  (Colum¬ 
biana  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Roseville,  city  of  (Muskin¬ 
gum  County) _  Feb.  15,  1974 

Rossford,  city  of  (Wood 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Russells  Point,  village  of 

(Logan  County) _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Salem,  cHy  of  (Columbiana 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Seven  Hills,  city  of  (Cajni- 

hoga  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Seven  Mile,  village  of  (Butler 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Seville,  village  of  (Medina 

County)  _  Mar.  15,  1974 

Shawnee  Hills,  village  of 

(Delaware  County) _  Feb.  8,  1974 

Shelby,  city  of  (Richland 

County)  _  Nov.  9,  1974 

Shreve,  village  of  (Wayne 

County)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Smithville,  village  of  (Wayne 

County)  _ _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Solon,  city  of  (Cuyahoga 

County)  _  Do. 

St.  Paris,  village  of  (Cham¬ 
paign  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Sugar  Creek,  village  of  (Tus¬ 
carawas  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Syracuse,  village  of  (Meigs 

County)  _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Terrace  Park,  village  of 

(Hamilton  County) _  Feb.  8,  1974 

Torcmto,  (dty  of  (Jefferson 

County)  - - -  Jan.  16,  1974 

Tuscarawas,  village  of  (Tus¬ 
carawas  County) _  Apr.  5,  1974 

Upper  Sandusky,  city  of  (Wy¬ 
andot  County) _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Valley  View,  village  of  (Cuya¬ 
hoga  County) _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Van  Buren,  village  of  (Han¬ 
cock  County) _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Vandalla,  dty  of  (Montgom¬ 
ery  Coimty) _  June  7,  1974 


Ohio — Continued 


Versailles,  village  of  (Darke 

COUDi^)  _ 

Wadsworth,  city  of  (Medina 

County)  _ _ 

Waite  Hill,  village  of  (Lake 

County)  _ 

Wakeman,  village  of  (Huron 

County)  _ 

Warrensvllle  Heights,  city  of 

(Cujrahoga  Coimty) _ _ 

Washington ville,  village  of 
(Columbiana  and  Mahon¬ 
ing  Counties) _ 

Wauseon,  village  of  (Fulton 

County)  _ 

Wellington,  village  of  (Lo¬ 
rain  County) _ 

Wellston,  city  of  (Jackson 

County)  _ 

West  Lake,  city  of  (Cuyahoga 

County)  _ 

Whitehouse,  village  of  (Lucas 

County)  _ 

Williamsburg,  village  of 

(Clermont  County) _ 

Windham,  village  of  (Portage 

County)  _ 

Wintersville,  village  of  (Jef¬ 
ferson  County) _ 

Woodlawn,  village  of  (Ham¬ 
ilton  County) _ 

Woodsffeld,  village  of  (Mon¬ 
roe  County) _ 

Wood  ville,  village  of  (San¬ 
dusky  County) _ 


Date  of 
Identification 

Apr.  5,  1974 

Mar.  1,  1974 

Dec.  17,  1973 

Nov.  9,  1973 

Mar.  15.  1974 

Nov.  9.  1973 
June  7,  1974 
Jan.  9,  1974 
Feb.  15.  1974 
Apr.  12,  1974 
Mar.  29,  1974 
Do. 

Mar.  15,  1974 
May  31,  1974 
Feb.  1,  1974 
June  7.  1974 
Mar.  15,  1974 


Total 


202 


Oklahoma 


Anadarko,  city  of  (Caddo 

County)  _ 

Bamsdale,  city  of  (Osage 

County)  _ 

Binger,  town  of  (Caddo 

County)  _ 

Boley,  town  of  (Okfuskee 

County)  _ 

Boswell,  town  of  (Choctaw 

County)  _ _ _ 

Carnegie,  town  of  (Caddo 

County)  _ 

Chelsea,  city  of  (Rogers 

County)  _ 

Crescent,  city  of  (Logan 

County)  _ 

Dewey,  city  of  (Washington 

County)  _ 

Fairfax,  town  of  (Osage 

County)  _ 

Fort  Supply,  town  of  (Wood¬ 
ward  County) _ 

Outhrie,  city  of  (Logan 

County)  _ 

Haskell,  town  of  (Muskogee 

County)  _ 

Healdton,  city  of  (Carter 

County)  _ 

Henryetta,  city  of  (Okmulgee 

County)  _ 

Hobart,  city  of  (EUowa 

County)  _ 

HonUny,  city  of  (Osage 

Coun^)  _ 

Hulbert,  town  of  (Cherokee 

County)  _ 

Idabel,  city  of  (McCurtain 

County)  _ 

Inola,  city  of  (Rogers 

County)  _ 

Donawa,  city  of  (Seminole 

County)  _ 

Krebs,  city  of  (Pittsburg 

County)  _ 

Lone  Wolf,  town  of  (Kiowa 
County)  _ 


Feb.  15,  1974 
Dec.  17,  1973 
June  7,  1974 
Apr.  12,  1974 
Mar.  15,  1974 
Dec.  7,  1973 
Dec.  28,  1973 
May  10,  1974 
May  31.  1974 
Dec.  28,  1973 
May  24.  1974 
Dec.  28,  1973 
Apr.  12,  1974 
Dec.  28,  1973 
Jan.  23.  1974 
Dec.  7.  1973 
Dec.  28,  1973 
Apr.  12,  1974 
Jan.  23,  1974 
May  10,  1974 
Apr.  5,  1974 
Dec.  28,  1973 
May  3.  1974 
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Madill,  city  of  (Marshall 

County)  _ _ _ 

Marlow,  city  of  (Stephens 

County)  _ 

Newcastle,  town  of  (McLain 

County)  _ 

Pryor,  city  of  (Mayes 

County)  _ 

Roff,  city  of  (Pontotoc 

Selling,  city  of  (Dewey 

County)  _ 

Shattuck,  town  of  (Ellis 

County)  _ 

Thomas,  city  of  (Custer 

County)  _ 

Tishomingo,  city  of  (John¬ 
ston  County) _ 

Tonkawa,  city  of  (Kay 

County)  _ 

Vlan,  town  of  (Sequoyah 

County)  _ 

Weleetka,  city  of  (CHifuskee 

County)  _ 

Total . . . . 


Date  of 
Identification 

Nov.  23,  1973 

Dec.  28,  1973 

June  7,  1974 

Feb.  1.  1974 

Mar.  22,  1974 

May  24,  1974 

Do. 

Apr.  5,  1974 

Jan.  16, 1974 

Nov.  23, 1973 

May  3, 1974 

June  14, 1974 
35 


Oregon 


Aumsvllle,  city  of  (Carlon 

County)  _ 

Brokings,  city  of  (Curry 

County)  _ 

Canby,  city  of  (Clackamas 

County)  _ 

Chiloquin,  town  of  (Klamath 

County)  _ 

Drain,  city  of  (Douglas 

County)  _ 

Falls  City,  city  of  (Polk 

County)  _ 

Huntingtra,  dty  of  (Baker 

County)  _ 

Powers,  city  of  (Coos 

County)  _ 

Rainier,  city  of  (Columbia 

County)  _ 

Riddle,  city  of  (Douglas 

County)  _ 

Sisters,  city  of  (Deschutes 

County)  _ 

Turner,  city  of  (Marlon 

County)  _ 

Weston,  city  of  (Umatilla 

County)  _ 

Yamhill,  city  of  (YamhlU 

County)  _ 

Yoncalla,  city  of  (Douglas 

County)  _ 

Total  . . 


May  10, 1974 

May  31, 1974 

Nov.  16. 1973 

Nov.  30, 1974 

Apr.  5, 1974 

May  10, 1974 

Nov.  30, 1973 

Nov.  23. 1973 

May  24, 1974 

June  7, 1974 

Dec.  7, 1973 

Jan. 16, 1974 

May  17, 1974 

Nov.  30, 1973 

Apr.  5. 1974 
15 


Pennsylvania 


Alburtis,  borough  of  (Lehigh 

County)  _ 

Aleppo,  township  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) - 

Auburn,  borough  of  (Schuyl¬ 
kill  County) _ 

Austin,  borough  of  (Potter 

County)  _ 

Avalon,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) _ 

Avonmore,  borough  of  (West¬ 
moreland  County) _ 

Bally,  '  borough  of  (Berks 

County)  _ 

Beaver,  borough  of  (Beaver 

County)  _ 

Bell  Acres,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) _ - 

Bellevue,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) _ _ 

Ben  Avon,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) _ 

Bethel,  township  of  (Arm¬ 
strong  County) _ _ 


Jan.  16, 1974 
May  10, 1974 
Jan.  23, 1974 
May  17, 1974 
Feb.  1, 1974 
Do. 

June  7. 1974 
Mar.  16, 1974 
June  7. 1974 
Dec.  28, 1973 
Do. 

May  31. 1974 
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Date  of 
JOenti/leatton 

Bowmanstown,  borough  of 

(Carbon  County) _  Jan.  18, 1974 

Boyertown,  borough  of 

(Berks  County) _  Dec.  38, 1973 

Brecknock,  township  of 

(Lancaster  County) _  May  19, 1974 

Burgettstown,  borough  of 

(Washington  County) _  Jan.  33, 1974 

Central  ,  City,  borough  of 

(Somerset  County) _ _  June  7, 1974 

Cheswlck,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) _  Feb.  1, 1974 

Clarlton,  city  of  (Allegheny 

County)  . Jan.  16, 1974 

Coalport,  borough  of  (Clear¬ 
field  County) _  May  3, 1974 

Dawson,  borough  of  (Fay¬ 
ette  County) _  Dec.  28, 1973 

East  Pittsburgh,  borough  of 

(Allegheny  County) _  Mar.  29, 1974 

East  Rochester,  borough  of 

(Beaver  County) _  Feb.  1, 1974 

Vandergrift,  borough  of 

(Westmorland  County).  Apr.  6, 1974 
Economy,  borough  of  (Bea¬ 
ver  County) _  Do. 

Elizabeth,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) _  Jan.  9, 1974 

Falrfelld,  township  of  (Craw¬ 
ford  County) _  May  31, 1974 

Fayette  City,  borough  of 

(Fayette  County) _  Feb.  22, 1974 

Qarrett,  borough  of  (Som¬ 
erset  County) -  Apr.  12, 1974 

Grampian,  borough  of 

(Clearfield  County) _  Do. 

Houtzdale,  borough  of 

(Clearfield  County) _  May  17, 1974 

Irvona,  borough  of  (Clear¬ 
field  County) _  Apr.  12, 1974 

Lansford,  borough  of  (Car¬ 
bon  County) _  Jrme  7, 1974 

Liberty,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
gheny  County) -  Dec.  28, 1973 

Llgonler,  borough  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  County) -  Apr.  12, 1974 

Milford,  borough  of  (Pika 

County)  _  Apr.  S,  1974 

Mlllerstown,  boroxigh  of 

(PMTy  County) _  Jan.  16, 1974 

Mlllhelm,  borough  of  (Centre 

County) _  May  10, 1974 

Nazareth,  borough  of 

(Northan^ton  County)  __  Jan.  9, 1974 
New  Berlin,  borough  of  (Un¬ 
ion  County) _ 1 _  Feb.  22,*1974 

North  Buffalo,  township  of 

(Armstrong  County) _  Apr.  6, 1974 

Oakdale,  borough  of  (Alle¬ 
ghany  County) _ _ _ _  Dec.  7, 1973 

Patton,  borough  of  (Cambria 

County) _ Feb.  1, 1974 

Polk,  borough  of  (Venango 

County)  _ _ Apr.  6, 1974 

Rousevllle,  bonmgh  of  (Ve¬ 
nango  County) _  Jan.  23, 1974 

Sandy  Lake,  borough  of 

(Mercer  County) -  Jan.  16, 1974 

Shenango,  town^p  of 

(Mercer  County) -  May  17, 1974 

Shipping  Port,  borough  ot 

(Beaver  County) _ Feb.  1, 1974 

Smlthton,  borough  of  (West¬ 
moreland  County) _  May  81, 1974 

South  Coatesvllle,  bcwough 

of(?).  Do. 

South  Fork,  borough  of 

(Cambria  County) _  Do. 

Southwest  Oreensburg,  bor* 
ough  of  (Westmoreland 

Cotmty) _  Feb.  1, 1974 

Sprangler,  borough  of  (Cam¬ 
bria  County) _ _ _ _  Do. 


Pennsylvania — Continued 


Date  of 
lOenti/leation 

Spring,  township  of  (Craw¬ 
ford  County) _  May  81, 1974 

Sugar  Grove,  borough  of 

(Warren  County) _  Do. 

Sugarcreek,  borough  (Ve¬ 
nango  County) _  Apr.  13, 1974 

SummerhlU,  borough  of 

(Cambria  County) _  Dec.  28, 1973 

Tatamy,  borough  of  (North¬ 
ampton  County) _  Apr.  13, 1974 

Thompsontown,  borough  of 

(Juniata  County) _  Do. 

Topton,  borough  of  (Berks 

County)  .  May  31, 1974 

Troy,  borough  of  (Bradford|i 

County)  . .  May  10,  1974 

Turtle  Creek,  borough  of 

(Allegheny  County) _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Upper  Nazareth  township  of^ 

(Northampton  County)™  Dec.  27,  1971 
Venango,  township  of  (Craw¬ 
ford  County) _  May  81,  1974 

Versailles,  borough  of  (Al¬ 
legheny  Coimty) _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Waterford,  borough  of  (Erie 

County)  .  May  10,  1974 

Wayne,  Township  of  (Craw¬ 
ford  County) -  May  31,  1974 

Westover,  borough  of  (Clear¬ 
field  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Womelsdorf,  borough  of 

(Berks  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Wyalusing,  borough  of 

(Bradford  County) _  Feb.  1,  1974 

York  Haven,  borough  of 

(York  County) -  Jan.  23,  1974 

Total _  72 

Rhode  Island 

Hopkinton,  town  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  County) -  May  81,  1974 

Richmond,  town  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  Co\inty) _  Do, 

Total _  2 

South  Carolina 

Abbeville,  city  of  (Abbeville 

County)  -  May  81,  1974 

Andrews,  town  of  (George¬ 
town  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Belton,  town  of  (Anderson 

County)  _ _  Da 

Blackvllle,  town  of  (Barn- 

weU  County) -  June  7,  1974 

Bluffton,  town  of  (Beaufort 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Bowman,  town  of  (Orange- 

bvirg  Coimty) -  May  81,  1974 

Branchville,  town  of 

(Orangeburg  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Clover,  town  of  (York 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

DUlon,  town  of  (Dillon 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Eastover,  town  of  (Richland 

County)  -  May  81,  1974 

Edg^leld,  town  of  (Edgefield 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Fairfax,  town  of  (Allendale 

County)  -  May  81,  1974 

Harleyvllle,  town  of  (Dor¬ 
chester  County)..™. _  May  24,  1974 

HemlDgway,  town  of  (Wil¬ 
liamsburg  County) _  June  7,  1974 

Holly  Hill,  town  of  (Orange¬ 
burg  County) _  Do. 

Irma  town  of  (Lexington 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Iva,  town  of  (Anderson 

County)  -  May  81,  1974 

Jackson,  town  oi  (Aiken 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Lake  View,  town  of  Dillon 
County)  _  May  24,  1974 


South  Carolina — Continued 


Date  of 
Identification 

Lane,  town  of  (Williamsburg 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

McCormick,  city  of  (McCor¬ 
mick  Covmty) _ j._  June  7,  1974 

Moncks  Comer,  town  of 

(Berkeley  County) _  May  34,  1974 

'  Olanta,  town  of  (Florence 

Coxmty)  . .  May  24,  1974 

Pamplioo,  town  of  (Florence 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Ridgeville,  town  of  (Dor¬ 
chester  County) _ _  May  31,  1974 

Scranton,  town  of  (Florence 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Sellers,  town  of  (Marion 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Seneca,  town  of  (Oconee 

County)  _  Jxme  14,  1974 

South  Congaree,  town  of 

(Lexington  Coimty) _  May  17,  1974 

Hmmonsvllle,  town  of  (Flor¬ 
ence  County) _  May  24,  1974 

Warrenville,  town  of  (Aiken 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

WUllameton,  town  of  (An¬ 
derson  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Total _  32 

South  Dakota 
Colome,  city  ot  (Tripp 

Coimty)  _  May  10,  1974 

Planklnton,  city  of  (Aurora 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Total _  2 

Tennessee 

Bell  Buckle,  town  of  (Bed¬ 
ford  County) _ _  June  14,  1974 

Bristol,  city  of  (Sullivan 

County)  _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Calhoun,  city  of  (McMlnn 

County)  _  Do. 

Chapel  Hill,  town  of  (Mar¬ 
shall  County) _  June  14,  1974 

Charleston,  dty  of  (Bradley 

County)  . . .  Feb.  1,  1974 

Dayton,  city  of  (Rhea 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Dunlap,  city  of  (Sequatchie 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Dyer,  town  of  (Gibson 

County)  -  May  31,  1974 

Englewood,  city  of  (McMlnn 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Estill  Springs,  city  of  (Frank¬ 
lin  County) _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Graysvllle,  city  of  (Rhea 

County)  _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Iron  City,  city  of  (Lawrence 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Kimball,  town  of  (Marion 

County)  _  Da 

Kingston,  dty  of  (Roane 

County)  -  Mar.  8,  1974 

Lewlsburg,  city  of  (Marshall 

Cknmty)  -  Mar.  1,  1974 

Lynnvllle,  dty  of  (Giles 

County)  -  Jxme  14,  1974 

Milan,  town  of  (Gibson 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Richard  City,  dty  of  (Marion 

Coimty)  -  Feb.  1,  1974 

Rldgetop,  ct^  of  (Robertson 

Coim^)  -  June  7,  1974 

Rogersvllle,  city  of  (Hawkins 

County)  -  Feb.  16,  1974 

Rutherford,  town  of  Gibson 

County)  -  June  7,  1974 

Saltillo,  town  of  (Hardin 

County)  -  June  14,  1974 

SneedvUle,  dty  of  (Hancock 
County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 
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Identification 
Date  of 

Somerville,  town  of  (Payette 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Spring  Hill,  city  of  (Mamy 

County)  _  Do. 

Surgoinsville,  city  of  (Haw¬ 
kins  County ) _  Do. 

Tellico  Plains,  city  of  (Mon¬ 
roe  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Tracy  City,  city  of  (Grundy 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Trenton,  town  of  (Gibson 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Wartrace,  town  of  (Bedford 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Whitwell,  city  of  (Marion 

County)  _  Feb.  16,  1974 

Total  _  31 

Texas 

Alamo,  city  of  (Hidalgo 

County)  _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Albany,  city  of  (Shackelford 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Anton,  city  of  (Hockley 

Coimty)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Balch  Springs,  city  of  (Dal¬ 
las  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Bandera,  city  of  (Bandera 

County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Blanco,  city  of  (Blanco 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Blue  Mound,  city  of  (Tar¬ 
rant  County) _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Booker,  city  of  (Ochiltree 

and  Lipscomb  Counties) _ May  24,  1974 

Bowie,  city  of  (Montague 

County)  -  May  3,  1974 

Boyd,  city  of  (Wise 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Briar  Oaks,  city  of  (Johnson 

County)  i _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Bronte,  town  of  (Coke 

County)  _  Do. 

Cactus,  city  of  (Mo(m« 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

Canton,  city  of  (Van  Zandt 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

CanutiUo,  city  of  (El  Paso 

County)  _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Carrizo  Springs,  city  of 

(Dimmit  County) _  May  3,  1974 

Center,  City  of  (Shelby 

County)  _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Cisco,  city  of  (Eastland 

County)  _  May  3,  1974 

Clarksville,  city  of  (Red  River 

County)  _  Feb.  15,  1974 

Cockrell  Hill,  city  of  (Dallas 

County)  _  Dec.  7,  1973 

Combes,  town  of  (Cameron 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Cooper,  city  of  (Delta 

County)  _  Jan,  9,  1974 

Ck^jperas  Cove,  city  of 

(Ccayeir  County) _  Apr.  6,  1974 

Corrigan,  city  of  (P(dk 

Coimty)  _  May  24,  1974 

Cotulla,  city  of  (LaSalle 

Coimty)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Crandall,  city  of  (Kaufman 

County)  _  Mar.  8,  1974 

De  Leon,  city  of  (Comanche 

County)  _  Apr.  5,  1974 

De  Kalb,  town  of  (Bowie 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Dimmit,  city  of  (Castro 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Donna,  city  of  (Hidalgo 

County)  _ _  Peb.  1,  1974 

Eagle  Lake,  city  of  (Colo¬ 
rado  County) _ —  May  10,  1974 

Early,  city  of  (Brown 

County)  _ - _ -  May  17,  1974 

Edoouch,  dty  of  (Hidalgo 

County)  _ -  May  10,  1974 

Edgewood,  city  (Van  Zandt 
County)  _  June  14,  1974 


Texas — Continued 

Identification 
Date  of 


El  Campo,  city  of  (Wharton 

County)  _ 

Bverman,  city  of  (Tarrant 

Coimty)  _ A _ 

Floydada,  city  of  (Floyd 

Coimty)  _ 

Friona,  city  of  (Parmer 

County)  _ 

Gonzales,  city  of  (Gonzales 

County)  - 

Grand  Saline,  city  of  (Van 

Zandt  County) _ 

Hale  Center,  city  of  (Hale 

County)  _ 

Haskell,  city  of  (Haskell 

County)  _ _ 

Hewitt,  city  of  (McLennan 

County)  _ 

Iowa  Park,  city  of  (Wichita 

County)  - 

Jasper,  city  of  (Jasper 

County)  _ 

Kennedale,  city  of  (Tarrant 

County)  _ 

Kermit,  city  of  (Winkler 

County)  _ 

Kilgore,  city  of  (Gregg  and 

Rusk  Counties) _ 

Kingsville,  city  of  (Kleberg 

County)  - 

Kleberg  County,  Unlncorpo- 


June  7,  1974 
Dec.  17,  1973 
May  31,  1974 
April  12,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
May  10,  1974 
Do. 

May  17,  1974 
Jan.  23,  1974 
Apr.  6,  1974 
Mar.  29,  1974 
Feb.  1,  1974 
May  24.  1974 
Do. 

Feb.  26,  1971 


rated  Area - 

La  Orange,  city  of  (Fayette 

County)  _ 

La  Joya,  city  of  (Hidalgo 

County)  _ 

La  Villa,  city  of  (Hidalgo 

County)  _ 

Lacoste,  city  of  (Medina 

County)  _ 

Lefors,  city  of  (Gray 

County)  _ 

Llndale,  city  of  (Smith 

County)  _ 

Llano,  city  of  (Llano 

County)  - 

Lorenzo,  city  of  (Crosby 

County)  _ 

Lyford,  city  of  (Willacy 

County)  - 

Madisonville,  city  of  (Madi¬ 
son  County) _ 

Marlon,  city  of  (Guadalupe 

County)  _ 

Mason,  city  of  (Mason 

County)  _ 

McLean,  city  of  Gray 

County)  _ 

Mexia,  city  of  (Limestone 

County)  _ 

Miami,  city  of  (Roberts 

County)  - 

Mineola,  city  of  (Wood 

County)  - - - 

Moulton,  town  of  (Lavaca 

County)  _ 

Mount  Pleasant,  city  of  (Ti¬ 
tus  County) - 

Munday,  city  of  (Knox 

County)  _ 

Murphy,  city  of  (Collin 

County)  _ 

Newton,  city  of  (Newton 

County)  - 

Nooona,  city  of  (Montague 
County)  _ 


Aug.  17,  1971 
Mar.  22,  1974 
Jan.  23,  1974 
Do. 

Jan.  9,  1974 
May  10,  1974 
Mar.  22,  1974 
Dec.  28.  1973 
AprU  12,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Do. 

Jan.  9,  1974 
May  10,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Mar.  15.  1974 
May  24,  1974 
May  3,  1974 
Apr.  5, 1974 
Feb.  1,  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Dec.  7,  1973 
June  7,  1974 
May  10,  1974 


Nolanvllle,  city  of  (Bell 
County)  _ - _  May  24,  1974 


Oakwood  Grove,  city  of 

(Leon  County) _  Do. 

Orange  Grove,  city  of  (Jim 

Wells  Coimty)  - . .  May  3,  1974 


Ozona,  city  of  (Rockett 

County)  _  Dec.  7,  1974 

Palestine,  city  of  (Anderson 
County)  _  May  31,  1974 


Texas — Continued 

Identification 
Date  of 

Pampa,  city  of  (Gray 

County)  -  May  10,  1974 

Petersburg,  city  of  (Hale 

County)  -  April  12,  1974 

Plnehurst,  city  of  (Orange 

County)  -  July  2, 1974 

Pittsburg,  city  of  (Camp 

County)  - -  Jan.  23,  1974 

Post,  city  of  (Garza 

County)  - - - AprU  12,  1974 

Poteet,  city  of  (Atsacosa 

County)  -  Jan.  23,  1974 

Poth,  city  of  (Wilson 

County)  -  May  24,  1974 

Quinlan,  city  of  (Hunt 

County)  _  AprU  12,  1974 

Ranger,  city  of  (Eastland 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Rankin,  city  of  (Upton 
County)  _  May  10,  1974 


Roby,  city  of  (Fisher  County) 

May  17,  1974 

Rotan,  city 
County) 

of 

(Fisher 

April  12,  1974 

Toxton,  city 
County) _ 

of 

(Lamar 

May  3,  1974 

Sachse,  city 

of 

(Dallas 

County)  _  Feb.  22,  1974 

Saginaw,  city  of  (Tarrant 

County)  _  Mar.  8,  1974 

San  Juan,  city  of  (Hidalgo 

County)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Santa  Rosa,  city  of  (Cameron 

County)  . May  17,  1974 

Seagoville,  city  of  (Dallas 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Sealy,  city  of  (Austin 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Seminole,  city  of  (Gaines 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Slaton,  city  of  (Lubbock 

County)  _  Mar.  22,  1974 

Somerville,  city  of  (Burleson 

County)  _  May  3.  1974 

Spearman,  city  of  (Hansford 

County)  _  May  17,  1974 

Stanton,  city  of  (Martm 

County)  _  Jan.  16,  1974 

Sterimg  Clt,  town  of  (Sterl¬ 
ing  County) _  May  24.  1974 

Stinnett,  city  of  (Hutchin¬ 
son  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Stockdale,  city  of  (WUson 

County)  _ 

Sundown,  city  of  (Hockley 

County) . - . .  April  12.  1974 

Tahoka,  city  of  .  (Lynn 

County)  .  May  10.  1974 

Troup,  city  of  (Smith 

County)  _ _  April  12,  1974 

Valley  Mills,  city  of  (Bosque 

County)  _ May  3,  1974 

Van  Horn,  town  of  (Culbert¬ 
son  County) _ May  10,  1974 

Vernon,  city  of  (Wilbarger 

County)  : . - _  May  17,  1974 

Wallis,  city  of  (Austin 

county)  _ _ - .  May  24.  1974 

Wheeler,  city  of  (Wheeler 

CountV)  — . - _  29.  1974 

Whltehouse,  city  of  (Smith 

County)  _ —  May  17,  1974 

Wills  Point,  dty  of  (Van 

Zandt  County) -  i"- 

Winters,  city  of  (Runnels 

County)  .  1^.  19^2 

Yoakum,  city  of  (Lavaca 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Total  . 


116 


Utah 


Beaver,  city  of  (Beaver 

County)  _ _ _ _ -  June  11,  1974 

Eureka.  city  of  (Juab 

County)  _ _ _  June  7,  1974 

Orantsvllle,  city  of  (Tooele 
County)  _ _ _  May  31,  1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

Huntington,  city  of  (Emery 
County)  May  24,  1974 

Orangeville,  city  of  (Emery 

County)  _ _ _ -  June  7,  1974 

West  Bountiful,  city  of 

(Davis  County) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Willard,  city  of  (Box  Elder 

County) _ _ _ _  June  7,  1974 

Total  .  7 

Vermont 

Berkshire,  town  of  (Franklin 

County)  — _ _ _ — -  May  31,  1974 

Berlin,  town  of  (Washington 

County)  _ _ _  Feb.  16,  1974 

Canaan,  town  of  (Lamoille 
County)  May  31,  1974 

Clarendon,  town  of  (Ruth- 

land  County) _  Do. 

Enosburg  Falls,  village  of 

(Franklin  County) _  Apr.  6, 1974 

Fairfax,  town  of  (Franklin 

County)  ... _ _ _ _  May  17,  1974 

Hlghgate,  town  of  (Franklin 

County)  _ _ - _ -  May  31,  1974 

Jericho,  town  of  (Chittenden 

County)  _ _ June  14,  1974 

Milton,  village  of  (Chitten¬ 
den  Coimty) _  May  3,  1974 

Moretown,  town  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Northfleld,  town  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  County) _ Do. 

Readsboro,  town  of  (Ben¬ 
nington  County) _ _  Do. 

Sheldon,  town  of  (Franklin 

County)  _ _ _  Apr.  12,  1974 

Sunderland,  town  of  (Ben¬ 
nington  County) Feb.  1,  1974 
Swanton.  village  of  (Frank¬ 
lin  County) _ -  Mar.  22,  1974 

Tumbrldge,  town  of  (Orange 

County)  — _ _ _  May  31,  1974 

WUlUton,  town  of  (Chitten¬ 
den  County) _ _ _  Mar.  16,  1974 

Total  .  17 

Virginia 

Duffleld,  town  of  (Scott 
County)  Mar.  8, 1974 

Dungannon,  town  of  (Scott 
County)  Mar.  22,  1974 

Jonesvllle,  town  of  (Lee 

County)  _ _ _ _  June  14, 1974 

Mount  Jackson,  town  of 

(Shenandoah  County) _  May  81,  1974 

Royklns,  town  of  (South¬ 
hampton  County) -  Do. 

St.  Charles,  town  of  (Lee 

County)  - - - —  May  17,  1974 

Total  _  8 

Washington 

Benton  City,  town  of  (Ben¬ 
ton  County)  -  Jan.  9,  1974 

Bingen,  town  of  (Klickitat 

County)  _ _ —  June  7,  1974 

Carnation,  town  of  (King 

County)  _ _ - _ -  May  31,  1974 

Col  vine,  dty  of  (Stevens 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Deer  Park,  city  of  (Spokane 

County)  _ _ _ _  Apr.  6, 1974 

Elma,  town  of  (Grays  Harbor 

Coimty)  _ _ _ _ _  June  7,  1974 

Bphrata,  city  of  (Grant 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Medical  Lake,  town  of  (Spo¬ 
kane  Coun^) _  Jime  7,  1974 

PalovLse,  dty  of  (Whitman 

Cotmty)  _ _  May  24,  1974 

Port  Angeles,  dty  of  (C^lam 

County)  - _ _ _  May  31,  1974 

Prosser,  town  ot  (Benton 
County)  _ _ _ _  Jan.  23,  1974 


Washington — Oontlnaed 

Data  of 
Identification 


Republic,  town  of  (Ferry 
^unty)  June  7,  IOTA 

Rosalia,  town  of  (Whitman 
County)  May  34,  1974 

Shelton,  dty  of  (Maeon 

County)  _  June  14,  1974 

St.  John,  town  of  (Whitman 

County)  _ -  May  24,  1974 

Total . . —  16 

West  Virginia 

Anawalt,  town  of  (McDowell 

County)  _ _ _ _ - _  May  31,  1974 

Beckley,  city  of  (Raleigh 

Coimty)  _  June  7,  1974 

Belle,  town  of  (Kanawha 

County)  _ _ _ _ - _  Mar.  1,  1974 

Bethany,  town  of  (Brooke 

County)  _  Feb.  8,  1974 

Buffalo,  town  of  (Putnam 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Cedar  Grove,  town  of  (Kana¬ 
wha  County) _  Mar.  8,  1974 

Franklin,  town  of  (Pendleton 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Hambleton,  town  of  (Tucker 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

Hmricane,  village  of  (Put¬ 
nam  County) _  Apr.  6,  1976 

Montgomery,  city  of  (Payette 

and  Kanawha  Ooimties) _  Maj^  24,  1974 

Pine  Grove,  town  of  (Wetzel 

Cotmty)  _  Do. 

Trldelphla,  town  of  (Ohio 

Cotmty)  _  Feb.  8,  1974 

Valley  Grove,  town  of  (Ohio 

County)  _  Feb.  1,  1974 

War,  town  of  (McDowell 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

West  Hamlin,  town  of  (Lin¬ 
coln  County).. _  Do. 

Total  .  15 

Wisconsin 

Arcadia,  city  of  (Trempea¬ 
leau  Coimty) _  Nov.  30,  1973 

Athens,  village  of  (MiU'athon 

County)  -  May  31,  1974 

Augusta,  village  of  (Eau 

Claire  Cotmty) _  May  10,  1974 

Baldwin,  village  of  (St.  Croix 

County)  _  Do. 

Barneveld,  village  of  (Iowa 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Barron,  city  of  (Barron 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Belgium,  village  of  (Ozaukee 

County)  -  June  7,  1974 

Bdl  Center,  village  of  (Craw¬ 
ford  County) _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Belleville,  village  of  (Dane 

and  Green  Counties) _ _  Do. 

Belmont,  village  of  (Lafay¬ 
ette  Cotmty) _  May  17,  1974 

Black  Earth,  village  of  (Dane 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Boscobel,  city  of  (Grant 

County)  _  Do. 

Bowler,  village  of  (Shawano 

County)  _  Nov.  30,  1973 

Browntown,  village  of  (Green 

Coimty)  _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Cambridge,  village  of  (Dane 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Cameron,  village  of  (Barron 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Cascade,  village  of  (Sheboy¬ 
gan  County) _  May  3,  1974 

Chasehurg,  village  of  (Ver¬ 
non  County) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Cumberland,  dty  of  (Barron 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Delafleld,  dty  of  (Waukesha 
County)  _  June  7,  1974 


Wisconsin — Continued 

Dateot 

Identification 

Doylestown.  village  at  (Oo> 

lumbla  County) - -  Vnj  17,  lOM 

Eagle  River,  dty  of  (Vilas 
County)  Deo.  28,  1978 

Bast  Troy,  village  of  (Wal¬ 
worth  County) -  Miay  24,  1974 

Edgerton,  dty  of  (Rock 

County)  _  Deo.  17,  1978 

Elroy,  dty  of  (Jimeau  Coun¬ 
ty)  _  June  7,  1974 

Endeavor,  village  of  (Mar¬ 
quette  Coimty) _ _ _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Bttrlck,  village  of  (TrMnpea- 

leau  County) _ -  Nov.  30,  1978 

Fairchild,  village  of  (Eau 

Claire  County) _  May  81,  1974 

Fall  Creek,  village  of  (Eau 

Claire  County) -  May  24,  1974 

Forestvllle,  village  of  (Door 

County)  _ _  Nov.  80,  1973 

Portville,  village  of  (Rock 

County)  _  May  31,  1974 

Pox  Lake,  city  of  (Dodge 

County)  . May  24,  1974 

Francis  Creek,  village  of 

(Manitowoc  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Galesvllle,  dty  of  (Trempea¬ 
leau  Coimty) _  Nov.  30,  1973 

Glllett,  dty  of  (Oconto 

County)  _  April  12,  1974 

Gratiot,  village  of  (Lafayette 

County)  _  Jan.  16,  1974 

Hammond,  village  of  (St. 

Croix  County) _  May  10,  1974 

Hartland,  village  of  (Wauke¬ 
sha  County) _  Nov.  30,  1973 

Holeman,  village  of  (La 

Crosse  County) _  May  17,  1974 

Horicon,  city  of  (Dodge 

County)  _  Nov.  30,  1973 

Howard,  village  of  (Brown 

County)  _  Dec.  28,  1973 

HustlsfCHxl,  village  of  (Dodge 

County)  _  Nov.  30,  1973 

lola,  village  of  (Waupaca 

County)  _  June  7,  1974 

Johnson  Creek,  village  of 

(Jefferson  County) _  Jan.  9,  1974 

Kekoskee,  village  of  (Dodge 

County)  -  Jan.  23,  1974 

Kewaskum,  village  of  (Wash¬ 
ington  County) -  Dec.  28,  1973 

Kiel,  city  of  (Manitowoc 

County)  _  Feb.  8,  1974 

Lake  Hills,  city  of  (Jefferson 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Lannon,  village  of  (Wauke¬ 
sha  Coimty) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Lena,  village  of  (Oconto 

County)  _  May  24,  1974 

Livingston,  village  of  (Grant 

County)  -  May  17,  1974 

Lone  Rock,  village  of  (Rich¬ 
land  County) _  Do. 

Lowell,  village  of  (Dodge 

County)  _  Do. 

Luxemburg,  village  of  (Ke¬ 
waunee  County) _ May  10,  1974 

Madison,  city  of  (Dane 

County)  -  Mar.  8,  1974 

Marquette,  village  of  (Green 

Lake  County) _  Dec.  28,  1973 

Marshall,  village  of  (Dane 

County)  _  Dec.  17,  1973 

Mauston,  city  of  (Juneau 

County)  _ Do. 

Mayville,  dty  of  (Dodge 

County)  . .  Nov.  80,  1978 

Mazomalne,  village  of  (Dane 

County)  -  Dec.  28,  1978 

Melrose,  village  of  (Jackson 

County)  _  Deo.  17,  1978 

Merrlllan,  village  of  (Jack- 
eon  County) . . .  May  81,  1974 
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Merton,  village  ot  (Waukeote 

County)  - 

Mineral  Point,  ct^  of  (Iowa 

County)  - 

Mt.  Calvary,  village  of  (Pond 

IXi  Lac  County) _ 

Necedah,  village  of  (Juneau 

County)  _ 

Nelson ville,  village  of  (Port¬ 
age  County) _ 

New  Lisbon,  city  of  (Juneau 

County)  - 

Onalaska.  city  of  (La  Crosse 

County)  - 

Ontario,  village  of  (Vernon 

County)  _ 

Orfordvllle,  village  of  (Rock 

County)  _ 

Osseso,  village  of  (Trem¬ 
pealeau  County) _ 

ParkeevUle,  village  of  (Co¬ 
lumbia  County) - 

Park  Ridge,  village  of  (Port¬ 
age  Coimty) _ 

Poplar,  village  of  (Douglas 

Coimty)  - 

Port  Washington,  town  of 

(Ozaukee  County) _ 

Potosl,  village  of  (Grant 

County)  _ 

Poynette,  village  of  (Colum¬ 
bia  County) _ 

Prairie  Du  Sac,  village  of 

(Sauk  County) _ 

Prairie  Farm,  village  of  (Bar¬ 
ron  County) _ 

Prentice,  village  of  (Price 

County)  - 

Princeton,  city  of  (Green 

Lake  County) _ 

Pulaski,  village  of  (Brown 

County)  _ 

Redgranite,  village  of  (Wau¬ 
shara  County) _ 

Rib  Lake,  village  of  (Taylor 

County)  _ 

Rice  Lake,  city  of  (Barron 

County)  _ 

Rockdale,  village  of  (Dane 

County)  _ 

ShuUsburg,  city  of  (Lafayette 

County)  _ 

Solon  Springs,  village  of 

(Douglas  County) _ 

South  Vf&yne,  village  of  (La¬ 
fayette  County) _ 

Spring  Green,  village  of 

(Sauk  County) _ 

Spring  Valley,  village  of 

(Pierce  County) _ 

Star  Prairie,  villa^  of  (St. 

Croix  County) _ 

Sturtevent,  village  of  (Ra¬ 
cine  County) _ 

St.  Croix  Falls,  city  of  (Polk 

County)  _ 

St.  Francis,  city  of  (Milwau¬ 
kee  County) _ 

Sullivan,  village  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Taylor,  village  of  (Jackson 

County)  _ 

Hieresa,  village  of  (Dodge 

County)  - 

Waterloo,  city  of  (Jefferson 

County)  _ 

Wausaukee,  village  of  (Mar¬ 
inette  County) _ 

Wautoma,  city  of  (Waushara 

County)  _ 

West  Baraboo,  village  of 

(Sauk  County) - 

West  Bend,  city  of  (Washing¬ 
ton  County) _ 

Westfield,  Tillage  of  (Mar¬ 
quette  County) _ 


Date  of 
lOentificatUm 

Dee.  28,  19T8 

May  31.  1974 

June  7,  1974 

Jan.  9.  1974 

Jan.  23.  1974 

Dec.  17,  1973 

Dec.  28,  1973 

Jan.  9,  1974 

May  24,  1974 

May  3,  1974 

Dec.  28,  1973 

Do. 

Do. 

May  31,  1974 
J)ec.  28,  1973 
May  3,  1974 
Dec.  7.  1973 
Do. 

Dec.  28,  1978 
Do. 

May  24.  1974 
May  17,  1974 
May  24,  1974 
Dec.  7,  1973 
Do. 

May  17.  1974 
June  7,  1974 
Dec.  7,  1973 
Do. 

June  14,  1974 
Dec.  28,  1973 
May  24,  1974 
Do. 

June  7,  1974 
Apr.  12,  1974 
Dec.  7,  1973 
Do. 

Dec.  28,  1973 
May  24.  1974 
May  17,  1974 
Jan.  18,  1974 
Dec.  28,  1978 

May  24,  1974 
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Date  of 
Identification 

Wild  Rose,  village  of  (Wau- 

■hara  County) _  May  31,  1974 

Wilton,  village  of  (Monroe 

County)  _ _  May  17,  1974 

Winnesconne,  village  of 

(WlnnetMgo  County) _  Jan.  16,  1974 

Wisconsin  Dells,  city  of  (Co¬ 
lumbia  County) _  Dec.  17,  1978 

Wonewoc,  village  of  (Juneau 

County)  _ _ _ _  Dec.  7,  1973 

Woodman,  village  of  (Grant 

County)  _ _ _ _ -  Jan.  16,  1974 

WoodvUle,  village  of  (St.  May  24,  1974 

Croix  County) _  _ _ _ - 

Total  . - .  113 

Wyoming 

Dubois,  town  of  (Fremont 

County)  _  Jan.  23,  1974 

Jackson,  town  ot  (Teton 

County)  _  May  10,  1974 

Kemmerer,  town  of  (Lincoln 

County)  _ Mar.  29,  1974 

Laramie,  city  of  (Albany 

County)  _ Apr.  5,  1974 

Riverton,  city  of  (Fremont 

County)  _  Mar.  29,  1974 

Saratoga,  town  of  (Carron 

County)  _ _ •  June  14,  1974 

Torrington,  town  of  (Goshen 

County)  _  Mar.  15,  1974 

Wheatland,  town  of  (Platte 
County)  _  Apr.  12,  1974 


Total  . .  8 


National  total _  1,979 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  Federal  Insurance  AdmlnLstrator, 
34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  as  amended  39 
FR  2787,  Jan.  24.  1974. 

Dated:  June  17, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-16504  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Interstate  LarKl  Sales  Registration 

-  [Docket  No.  N-75-380] 

EDELWEISS  MOUNTAIN  DEVELOPER 
Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Edelweiss  Mountain 
Developer,  Black  Forest  Development, 
Inc.,  OILSR  No.  0-3200-47-2,  Docket  No. 
ED-75-8. 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(b)  and  24 
CFR  1720.155(b)  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Black  Forest  Development,  Inc.,  De¬ 
veloper  of  Edelweiss  Mountain  Subdivi¬ 
sion,  its  officers  and  agents,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “Respondent,”  being  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.),  received 
a  Notice  of  Suspension  dated  May  19, 
1975,  which  was  sent  to  the  developer 
pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(b)  and  24 
C7FR  1720.45(a)  informing  the  devrfoper 
that  its  amended  Statement  of  Record 
submitted  April  28, 1975,  for  Black  Forest 
Development,  Ric.,  Edelweiss  Mountain 
Subdivision,  located  in  Pennington 


County,  South  Dakota,  was  not  effective 
pursuant  to  the  Act,  and  the  regulations 
contained  in  24  CFR  Part  1710, 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  answer 
dated  June  10,  1975,  In  answer  to  the 
allegations  of  the  notice  of  suspension 
dated  May  19, 1975. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  notice  of  suspension. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C,  1706(b)  and  24  CFR 
1720.155(b),  it  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Suspension  w’ill  be  held  before 
James  W.  Mast,  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  in  Room  7146,  Department  of 
HUD  Building.  451  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  on  June  25,  1975,  at  1 
p.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing: 

All  affidavits  and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are 
requested  to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
HUD  Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  on  or  before  June  23,  1975. 

5.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  suspension  of  the  Statement  of 
Record,  herein  identified,  shall  continue 
imtil  vacated  by  WTier  of  the  Secretary, 
pursuant  to  24  CFR  1720.155. 

This  notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.75-16507  FUed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-75-3791 

KULA  KAI  VIEW  ESTATES 
Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Kula  Kai  View 
Estates,  OILSR  No.  0-1147-14-18  Docket 
No.  Y-183-IS. 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C,  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(d)  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Hawaii  Kona  Kai,  Inc.,  JonI  John¬ 
ston,  President,  its  officers  and  agents, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Respondent,” 
being  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act 
(Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1701  et  seq.) , 
received  a  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  issued  May  15, 
1975,  which  was  sent  to  the  developer 
pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d),  24  CFR 
1710.45(b)(1)  and  1720.125  informing 
the  developer  of  information  obtained  by 
the  Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Regis¬ 
tration  alleging  that  the  Statement  of 
Record  and  Property  Report  for  Kula  Kai 
View  Estates,  located  in  Hawaii  County, 
Hawaii,  contain  untrue  statement  of  ma¬ 
terial  fact  or  omit  to  state  material  facts 
required  to  be  stated  therein  as  necessary 
to  make  the  statements  therein  not  mis¬ 
leading. 

2.  The  Respondwit  filed  an  answer  re¬ 
ceived  June  6,  1975,  in  response  to  the 
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Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity 
for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegatl<M38 
contained  In  the  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  liierefore.  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CPR 
1720.160(d),  it  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  evidence  on  the  questions  set 
forth  In  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held 
before  Judge  James  W.  Mast,  In  Room 


7146,  Department  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  24,  1975, 
at  10  am. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  Is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  afBdavlts 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C., 
20410  on  or  before  July  17, 1975. 

5.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 


which  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  and 
an  order  Suspending  the  Statement  of 
Record,  herein  Identified,  shall  be  Issued 
pursuant  to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)  (1). 

This  notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  June  18, 1975. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.76-16506  Plied  6-24-76;8:45  am) 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  796] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

June  20, 1975.  • 
Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as  pres¬ 
ently  reflected  in  the  OflBcial  Docket  of 
the  Commission.  Are  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
ef  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  114569  Sub  113,  Shaffer  Trucking,  Inc., 
now  assigned  September  10,  1975,  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  is  canceled,  and  transferred  to 
Modified  Procedure. 

MC  115841  Sub  496,  Colonial  Refrigerated 
Transportation,  Inc.  application  dismissed. 
MC  14060,  Splnelll  Bros.  Trucking  Inc.,  now 
assigned  July  7,  1975,  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
is  canceled  and  application  dismissed. 
MC-P-12456,  Skyline  Transport,  Inc. — Leaxe 
(Portion) — O’Boyle  Tank  Lines,  Incor¬ 
porated,  now  being  assigned  September  9, 
1976,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  13250  Sub  128,  J.  H.  Rose  Truck  Line, 
Inc.;  MC  29886  Sub  321,  Dallas  &  Mavis  For¬ 
warding  Co.,  Inc.;  MC  73165  Sub  359,  Eagle 
Motor  Lines,  Inc.;  MC  83539  Sub  403,  C.  & 
BL  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.;  MC  106644 
Sub  200,  Superior  Trucking  Company,  Inc.; 
MC  111320  Sub  63,  Keen  Transports,  Inc.; 
MC  111545  Sub  209,  Home  Transportation 
Omipany,  Inc.;  MC  113459  Sub  95,  H.  J. 
Jefferies  Truck  Line,  Inc.;  MC  113495  Sub 
68,  Gregory  Heavy  Haulers,  Inc.;  MC  113855 
Sub  306,  International  Transport,  Inc.  and 
MC  124947  Sub  35,  Machinery  Transports, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  September  22, 
1976  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MO  2900  Sub  267,  Ryder  Truck  Lines,  Inc., 
and  MC  115841  Sub  495,  Colonial  Refriger¬ 
ated  Transportation,  Inc.,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  September  11,  1975,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC  61146  Sub  402,  Schneider  Transport,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  September  25,  1975,  at 
-  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MO  134783  Sub  27,  Direct  Service,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  l^ptember  25,  1975,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  127616  Savage  Trucking  Company,  Inp., 
now  being  assigned  September  25,  1975, 
at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  128981  Sub  9,  Land-Air  Delivery,  Inc, 
now  being  assigned  October  1,  1975,  at  the 
Office  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  111956  Sub  32,  Suwak  Trucking  Cc»n- 
pany,  now  assigned  July  14,  1975,  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pennsylvania  is  canceled  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC  95876  Sub  159,  Anderson  Trucking  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  now  assigned  July  21,  1975,  at 
Chicago,  niinols,  is  canceled  and  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  dismissed. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-16672  Plied  6-24-75;8:46  am] 


FOURTH  SECTfON  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
REUEF 

June  20,  1975. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  ai^lica- 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CPR  1100.40)  and  filed  on  or  before 
July  10,  1975. 

I%A  No.  43007  — Barley,  Corn,  Grain 
Sorghums,  Etc.,  from  Points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska  and  Oklahoma.  Filed  by  South 
western  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  (No. 
B-505) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  barley,  corn  (not  pop  com),  grain 
sorghums,  etc.^  in  carloads,  as  described 
in  the  application,  from  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska  and  Oklahoma,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma  and 
Texas;  also  Natchez,  Mississippi. 

Grounds  for  relief — Rate  relationship 
and  truck  competition. 

Tariffs — Supplement  161  to  South¬ 
western  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff 
180-L,  I.C.C.  No.  4901,  and  4  other  sched¬ 
ules  named  in  the  application.  Rates  are 
published  to  become  effective  on  July  27, 
1975. 

FSA  No.  43008 — Joint  Water-Rail  Con¬ 
tainer  Rates — Mitsui  O.  S.  K.  Lines,  Ltd. 
Filed  by  Mitsui  O.  S.  K.  Lines,  Ltd.,  (No. 
101),  for  itself  and  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  general  commodities, 
between  ports  in  Hong  Kong,  Japan, 
Korea,  and  Taiw’an,  and  rail  stations  on 
the  U.S.  Atlantic  and  Gulf  Seaboard. 
Grounds  for  relief — Water  competition. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-16571  FUed  6-24-75;8:46  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Applications 
June  20,  1975. 

The  following  applications  to  eliminate 
gateways  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
highway  congestion,  alleviating  air  and 
noise  pollution,  minimizing  safety  haz¬ 
ards,  and  conserving  fuel  have  been  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  under  the  Commission’s  Gateway 
Elimination  Rules  (49  CFR  1065(d)  (2)), 
and  notice  thereof  to  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  in  such 
rules. 

Carriers  having  a  genuine  interest  in 
an  application  may  file  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  verified  statements  in 
opposition  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  on  or  before  July  25,  1975. 
(This  procedure  is  outlined  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  report  and  order  in  Gateioay 
Elimination,  119  M.C.C.  530.)  A  copy  of 
the  verified  statement  in  opposition  must 


also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its 
named  representative.  The  verified  state¬ 
ment  should  contain  all  the  evidence 
upon  which  protestant  relies  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  proceeding  including  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proposal.  No  rebuttal  statements  will  be 
accepted. 

No.  MC  13250  (Sub-No.  130G),  filed 
April  28,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  H.  ROSE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  16190, 
Houston,  Tex.  77022.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  M.  Doherty,  500  West 
Sixteenth  Street,  Austin,  Tex.  78701.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  I.  (A)  Commodities 
(except  boats  and  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives),  which  because  of  their  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  related  machinery  parts  and 
related  contractors’  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  when  their  transportation  is  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  transportation  of  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  sp)ecial  equipment  and 
(B)  self-propelled  articles  (except 
boats),  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection 
therewith,  restricted  in  (B)  to  commodi¬ 
ties  which  are  transported  on  trailers, 

(1)  between  points  in  Alabama,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Arizona,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  and  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  Texas,  Utah,  and  Arizona. 

(2)  between  points  in  Arizona,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Texas. 

(3)  Between  points  in  Colorado,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Georgia,  Florida,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate- 
w’ay  of  points  in  Texaus.  (4)  Between 
points  in  Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Idaho,  Kansas, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma  and 
Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  points  in  Texas, 
Utah,  and  Arizona.  (5)  Between  points 
in  G^rgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Idaho,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gatew'ays  of  points  in 
Texas,  Utah,  and  Arizona.  (6)  Between 
points  in  Idaho,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  points  in  Texas  and  Utah.  (7) 
Between  points  in  Mississippi,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Nevada,  New  Mexico  and  Utah.  The  pur- 
Fxxse  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  points  in  Texas,  Arizona,  and 
Ut^  (8)  Between  points  in  Nevada,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  North  Carolina  and  South  (Carolina. 
The  pmpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Arizona,  Texas 
and  Utah.  (9)  Between  points  in  New 
Mexico,  on  the  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  South  Caro- 
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Una.  The  purpose  of  this  flUng  Is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  points  In  Texas.  (10) 
Between  points  In  North  Carolina,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Utah,  nie  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  In  Texas. 
(11)  Between  points  in  South  Carolina, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to 
eUmlnate  the  gateway  of  points  In  Texas. 

n.  (A)  Commodities  (except  boats  and 
classes  A  and  B  explosives),  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  and  related 
machinery  parts  and  related  contractors’ 
materials  and  suppUes  when  their  trans¬ 
portation  is  Incidental  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commodities  which  by  reason  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  equipment 
and  (B)  self-propelled  articles  (except 
boats),  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more,  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  restricted  In  (B)  to  commodities 
which  are  transported  on  trailers,  (1) 
between  points  in  Alabama,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri  and 
Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  fiUng  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Texas.  (2)  between  points  In  Arkansas, 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  In  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina  and  South  CaroUna.  The 
pmpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Texas.  (3)  between 
points  in  Florida,  and  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Louisiana 
and  Missouri.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  In 
Texas.  (4)  between  points  In  Georgia,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  and 
Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Texas.  (5)  between  points  In  Kansas,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Mississippi,  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  In  Texas. 
(6)  between  points  In  Louisiana,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  In 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina  and  South 
CaroUna.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateWy  of  points  in  Texas. 

(7)  Between  points  in  Mississippi,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  Missouri  and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  In  Texas.  (8)  between  points  In 
Missouri,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points 
In  Texas.  (9)  between  points  in  North 
Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Oklahoma.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  In  Texas.  (10)  between 
points  In  Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  In  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  points  In  Texas. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  422G),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2510  Rock  Island 
Botilevard,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Okla. 


73701.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alvin 
J.  Melklejohn,  Jr..  Suite  1600,  Lincrto 
Center,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lique¬ 
fied  petroleum  gas.  In  bulk,  from  points 
in  Kansas,  Oklahoma  and  that  part  of 
Texas  on  and  north  of  n.S.  Highway  66 
from  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  83,  and  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  83  from  its  jimction 
with  U.S.  Highway  66  to  the  boundary 
line  between  Texas  and  Mexico,  to  points 
in  Arizona.  Arkansas,  California,  Loxilsl- 
ana,  Michigan,  Missouri.  New  Jersey, 
New  Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Thlsa,  Sunray,  and  Ard¬ 
more.  Okla.,  Ulysses  and  Wichita,  Kans., 
and  Chalson,  Longview,  and  Texas  City, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  425G).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  GROENDYBaE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2510  Rock  Island 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Okla. 
73701.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alvin 
J.  Melklejohn,  Jr..  Suite  1600  Lincoln 
Center,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products.  In  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  (1)  from  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  that 
psui:  of  Texas  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  from  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State 
line  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  83,  and  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Hlediway  83  from  Its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  66  to  the 
boundary  line  between  Texas  and  Mexico, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii).  ’Ihe  piuix>se  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Bor- 
ger,  Chaison  m:  Houston,  Etter,  Fort 
Worth,  Freeport.  Kings  Mill,  Longview, 
Sherrin,  and  Texas  City,  Tex.,  and  from 
points  in  Texas  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  points  In  New  Mexico  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  66,  Denver, 
Jefferson  County,  and  La  Junta,  Colo., 
Altus,  Ardmore,  Crushing.  Cyril.  Duncan, 
Ponca  City,  Sunray,  Tulsa,  Wyxinewood, 
Okla.,  points  in  Oklahoma,  and  Law¬ 
rence,  Ulysses,  and  Wichita,  Kans.  (2) 
from  Kingsport,  Tenn.,  to  points  In  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  Colorado,  and  the  part  of 
Texas  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  66 
from  the  Texas-New  Mexico  state  line  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  83,  and  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  83  from  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  66  to  the  boimdary 
line  between  Texas  and  Mexico.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Longview,  Tex.  (3)  from  Avon¬ 
dale.  La.,  to  points  In  California.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Longview,  Tex.  (4)  from  the 
plant  site  of  Phillips  Petrolemn  Company 
located  at  or  near  Hoag,  Nebr.,  to  points 
In  Colorado.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  In 
Kansas. 

No  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  104G).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  CX>LONIAL 


PAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.'  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  overhead 
highway  sign  structures,  highway  break¬ 
away  posts,  highway  guardrails,  and  up¬ 
rights.  as  encompassed  by  Iron  and  steel 
mill  products,  from  points  in  Florida, 
Geori^a,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and 
those  in  Louisiana  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania  (except 
Wellsboro  and  Bradford) ,  and  Kentucky. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala.  and 
ten  miles  thereof.  (2)  scrap  metals  com¬ 
posed  of  iron  and  steel  articles  and  fab¬ 
ricated  and  structural  aluminum,  from 
points  in  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina.  The  purpqjse  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Decatur,  Ala. 
(3)  salt  and  salt  products  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  Anse  LaButte,  La.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Tennes¬ 
see.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  Mobile.  Mont¬ 
gomery  or  Birmingham,  Ala.  (4)  iron 
and  steel  articles  (except  commodities 
which  because  of  their  sIm  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment) ,  from 
the  facilities  of  Republic  Steel  Corp.,  at 
Gadsden,  Ala.,  to  points  In  Mississippi, 
Georgia,  Florida,  Tennessee,  and  points 
in  Loxilslana  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at, 
and  destined  to,  the  named  points.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Guntersvllle,  Ala. 

(5)  (a)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  encom¬ 
passed  in  iron  and  steel  mill  products, 
and  (b)  iron  and  steel  articles,  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Republic  Steel  Corp.,  at  Gadsden, 
Ala.,  to  points  In  Georgia,  Florida,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Tennessee  and  those  points  in 
Louisiana,  east  of  the  Mississippi  River, 
restricted  to  trafBc  originating  at,  and 
destined  to,  the  named  points.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala.  (6)  salt 
(except  In  bulk),  from  Baldwin,  La.,  to 
points  In  Florida,  Alabama,  Geor^a, 
Tennessee,  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Mobile, 
Montgcanery  or  Birmingham,  Ala.  (7) 
iron  and  steel  articles,  valves,  hydrants, 
gaskets,  overhead  highway  sign  struc¬ 
tures.  highway  breakaway  posts,  high¬ 
way  guardrails,  and  uprights  (except  In 
tures.  highway  break-away  posts,  high¬ 
way  guardrails,  and  uprights  (except  In 
bulk)  used  tn  agriculture,  water  treat¬ 
ment.  food  processing,  wholesale  grocer¬ 
ies.  and  Institutional  supply  Ind'istrles. 
from  points  on  the  Warrlor-Tomblgbee- 
Alabama  River  System,  located  In  Ala- 
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bama,  to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Kentucky  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (except  Wellsboro  and  Bradford, 
Pa.).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham, 
Ala.  (8)  cast  iron  and  brass  valves  and 
components  and  cast  iron  fire  hydrafts, 
from  Anniston.  Ala.,  to  points  in  Texas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala. 

(9)  Scrap  metals,  the  transportation 
of  which  because  of  their  size  and  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
from  points  in  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma, 
to  points  in  Georgia,  Florida,  Tennessee, 
Mississippi,  and  Louisiana  east  of  the 
Mississippi  River.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  and  ten  miles  thereof. 
(10)  iron  and  steel  articles  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  those  points  in  Alabama  located 
on  the  Tennessee  River,  and  those  points 
in  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi  located 
on  the  Mississippi  River,  and  those 
points  in  Tennessee  located  on  the 
Mississippi  and  Tennessee  Rivers  on  and 
south  of  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  to  points  in  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  (Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.  (11)  scrap  metals,  com- 
PKxsed  of  iTOTi  and  steel  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  points  in  Arkansas  and  OklahCHna, 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  and  Florida. 
Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Florence,  Ala.  (12)  (a) 
iron  and  steel  articles  as  enccanpassed  in 
iron  and  steel  mill  products,  and  (b) 
iron  and  steel  articles,  which  because  of 
their  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  from  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  and  points  within  ten  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  (Chattanooga, 
Tenn.  (13)  iron  and  steel  articles  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  points  on  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  and  Tennessee  Rivers  on  and  south 
of  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line, 
to  points  in  Kentucky,  North  Carolina, 
and  South  (Carolina.  The  pmpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

(14)  (a)  Iron  and  steel  articles  and 
contractors'  equipment  as  encomi>assed 
by  iron  and  st^l  mill  products,  and  (b) 
iron  and  steel  articles  and  contractors’ 
equipment,  the  transportaion  of  which 
because  of  their  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  and  related 
contractors’  materials  and  supplies,  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  of  commodities  which  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equiixnent  (except  cement  and  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  between  points  in  North 
Carolina  and  South  Carolina,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  cm  the  other,  points  in  Flor¬ 


ida,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and 
those  in  Louisiana  east  of  the  MlWlssln>l 
River.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham, 
Ala.  (15)  salt  and  salt  mixtures,  as  en¬ 
compassed  in  salt  products  (except  in 
bulk)  and  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  agriculture,  water  treatment,  food 
processing,  wholesale  groceries  and  insti¬ 
tutional  supply  industries,  when  shipped 
in  mixed  loads  with  salt  and  salt  prod¬ 
ucts,  frcHn  the  plantsite  of  Morton  Salt 
Inc.,  at  Weeks  Island,  La.,  to  points  in 
Florida,  Tennessee,  Georgia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  North  Carolina,  and  Alabama.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Mobile  and  Montgomery, 
Ala.  (16)  iron  and  steel  articles,  as  en¬ 
compassed  by  iron  and  steel  and  steel 
mill  products  (except  commodities  which 
because  of  size  and  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment:  and  commodi¬ 
ties  used  in  or  in  connection  with  discov¬ 
ery,  development,  production,  refining, 
manufacturing,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  and  petroleum  and  their  prod¬ 
ucts  and  by-products) ,  from  i>oints  on  the 
Mississippi  and  Tennessee  Rivers  on  and 
south  of  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  to  points  in  Arkansas  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Decatur,  Ala. 

(17)  Salt  and  salt  mixtures,  as  encom¬ 
passed  in  sale  products  (except  in  bulk) , 
from  Weeks  Island,  La.,  to  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  and  Tennessee.  The  piuTsose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Mobile  and  Montgomery,  Ala.  (18)  scrap 
metals,  composed  of  iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles,  from  points  in  Arkansas  and  Okla¬ 
homa,  to  points  in  Kentucky,  North  Car¬ 
olina.  and  South  Carolina.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Memphis,  Tenn.  (19)  iron  and  steel 
articles  encompassed  by  inm  and  steel 
mill  products,  from  points  in  Mississippi, 
and  those  in  Louisana  east  of  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  to  points  in  North  Cturolina 
and  South  (Carolina.  Hie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  elminate  the  gateway  of  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.,  and  ten  miles  thereof. 
(20)  iron  and  steel  articles,  and  fabri¬ 
cated  and  structural  aluminum,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  their 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  from  points  in  Mississippi, 
and  those  in  Louisiana  east  of  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River,  to  points  in  North  Car¬ 
olina  and  South  Carolina.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Birmingham.  Ala.,  and  ten  miles  there¬ 
of.  (21)  valves,  hydrants,  and  gaskets, 
from  Anniston,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshre.  Vermont,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Virgina,  West  Virgnia,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (except  Wellsboro  and  Bradford, 
Pennsylvania),  and  Kentucky.  The  pur- 
PKise  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  ten 
miles  thereof.  (22)  cast  iron  pipe,  from 
Coshocton,  Ohio,  to  those  points  in  Ok¬ 
lahoma  and  Arkansas.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Decatur,  Ala. 


(23)  Farm  implements,  encompassed 
by  iron  and  steel  articles,  from  Poplar- 
ville.  Miss.,  to  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire.  Vermont,  Massachusetts. 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  and 
Pennsylvania  (except  Wellsboro  and 
Bradford,  Pa.) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  (24)  Fabricated  and  structu¬ 
ral  aluminum  articles,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  the  United  States  lying  on 
and  east  of  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas, 
Nebraska,  South  Dakota  and  North  Da¬ 
kota,  to  CK>ints  in  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birm¬ 
ingham.  Ala.  (25)  (a)  Farm  implements. 
encompassed  by  iron  and  steel  mill  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  (b)  farm  implements,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  their 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  related  machinery  parts 
and  related  contractors’  materials  and 
supplies,  composed  of  farm  implements, 
when  their  transportation  is  incidental 
to  the  tran5p>ortation  of  the  above  com¬ 
modities,  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  sp)ecial  equipment,  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  points  within  ten 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Texas,  Arkan¬ 
sas  and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pop- 
larville.  Miss.  (26)  Cast,  reinforced,  and 
prestressed  concrete,  and  concrete  prod¬ 
ucts.  the  transportaticm  of  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Dixie  Cast-Stone,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Mari¬ 
etta.  Ga..  and  the  plant  site  of  Southern 
Concrete  Products  Company  at  or  near 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Mississippi. 
Georgia  and  those  points  in  Louisiana 
east  of  the  Mississippi  River.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Birmingham,  Ala. 

(27)  Iron  and  steel  articles  (except  in 
bulk,  and  except  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipments),  between  points  in 
North  CaroUna  and  South  Carolina,  on 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  on 
the  Mississippi  and  Tennessee  Rivers,  on 
and  south  of  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line.  The  pmpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Memphis, 
Tenn.  (28)  farm  implements  as  encom¬ 
passed  by  iron  and  steel  articles  (except 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  lise  of  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  from  points  on  the  Tennessee  and 
Mississippi  Rivers  on  and  south  of  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  PoplarviUe,  Miss.  (27) 
iron  and  steel  articles  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment) ,  from 
points  on  the  Mississippi  and  Tennessee 
Rivers,  on  and  south  of  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line,  to  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Msussachu- 
setts,  Rhode  Island.  Connecticut,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland. 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  and 
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Pennsylvania  (except  Wellsboro  and 
Bradford.  Pa.).  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  Is  to  dlmlnate  the  gateway  of  Bir¬ 
mingham.  Ala. 

(30)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  overhead 
highway  sign  structures,  highway  break- 
away  posts,  highway  guardrails,  and  up¬ 
rights,  the  transportation  of  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  sl%  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  and  related 
contractors’  materials  and  supplies.  Inci¬ 
dental  to  the  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  from  points  in  Florida, 
Georgia,  Tennessee  and  Mississippi,  and 
those  in  Louisiana  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  to  points  In  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  D^ware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania  (except  Wells¬ 
boro  and  Bradford,  Pa.),  and  Kentucky. 
Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala.  and 
ten  miles  thereof.  (31)  aluminum  ar¬ 
ticles,  the  transportation  of  which  be¬ 
cause  of  their  sl^  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  between  points 
In  Florida,  Georgia,  Tennessee.  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  those  In  Louisiana,  east  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  In  that  part  of  the 
United  States  lying  in  and  east  of  Texas. 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  North  Dakota.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Birmingham.  Ala.  (32)  iron  and  steel, 
and  iron  arid  steel  articles,  as  encom¬ 
passed  by  Iron  and  steel  mill  products 
(except  commodities  used  In  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  manufacturing, 
processing,  storage,  transmission,  suid 
distribution  of  natural  gas  and  petro¬ 
leum  and  their  products  and  by-prod¬ 
ucts.  from  points  in  Florida,  (Georgia, 
Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and  those  In 
Louisiana  east  of  the  Mississippi  River, 
to  points  in  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma. 
Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala.  and  ten 
miles  ttiereof . 

(33)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  because  of  their  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  (except  commodities  used  In 
or  In  connection  with  discovery,  develop¬ 
ment,  iMPoductlon,  refining,  manufactur¬ 
ing,  processing,  storage  transmission, 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and  pe¬ 
troleum  and  their  products  and  their 
products  and  by-products)  from  points 
In  Georgia,  Florida,  Tennessee,  Missls- 
slpid  and  those  in  Louisiana  east  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  to  points  In  Arkansas 
and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  and  ten  miles  thereof.  (34) 
iron  and  steel  articles  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  In  bulk,  and  those  used  In  or  In  con¬ 
nection  with  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  manufacturing, 
processing,  storage,  transmission,  and 
distribution  of  natural  gas  and  petro¬ 
leum  and  their  products  and  by-prod¬ 
ucts)  ,  from  points  in  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina,  to  points  In  Arkansas 
and  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bir¬ 


mingham,  Ala.  (35)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  In  the  agriculture,  water 
treatment,  food  processing,  wholesales 
groceries,  and  institutional  supply  In¬ 
dustries,  the  transportation  of  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment  (except  In  bulk), 
(a)  from  points  In  Florida,  Georgia, 
Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and  those  In 
Louisiana  east  of  the  Mississippi  River, 
to  points  In  Tennessee,  Geor^a,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Florida,  and 
Alabama.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham, 
Ala.  and  ten  miles  thereof,  (b)  from 
points  on  the  Warrior-Tomblgbee-Ala- 
bama  River  System,  located  in  Alabama, 
to  points  In  Missi^lppl,  and  those  In 
Louisiana  east  of  the  Mississippi  River. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala.  and 
ten  miles  thereof.  Restriction:  The  oper¬ 
ations  authorized  herein  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic  from 
points  In  Mobile  and  Baldwin  Counties, 
Alabama,  to  Memphis,  Tennessee,  and 
points  In  Tennessee  wlUiin  the  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission. 

(36)  Iron  and  steel  mill  products,  en¬ 
compassed  by  materials  and  supplies 
used  In  the  agriculture,  water  treatment, 
food  processing,  wholesale  groceries,  and 
institutional  supply  industries  (except 
in  bulk),  (a)  from  points  in  Florida, 
Georgia,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and 
those  In  Louisiana  eaat  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  to  points  In  Tennessee,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Florida, 
and  Alabama.  The  ptirpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  and  ten  miles  thereof,  (b) 
from  points  <mi  the  Warrlor-Tbmblgbee- 
Alabama  River  System,  located  In  Ala¬ 
bama,  to  points  In  Mississippi,  and 
those  in  Louisiana  east  of  the  Ml^lsslppl 
River.  The  piupose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham, 
Ala.  and  ten  miles  thereof.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  from  points  In  Mobile  and  Baldwin 
Counties,  Ala.,  to  Memphis,  Tennessee, 
and  points  In  Tennessee  within  the 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  c(mgestlon, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  min¬ 
imizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Ck)mmerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
missions  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  perswis  Is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  July  5,  1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  ai^Ucant  or 
its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
ellminatlcMi  of  a  gateway  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation. 


Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  cmivenience 
In  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  E104) filed 
May  23,  1974.  Ai^licant:  DALLAS  ft 
MAVIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000 
W.  Sample  Street,  South  Bend.  Ind. 
46627.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  Pieronl  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Contractors’  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  or  special  handling,  and 
self-propelled  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  relate 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies, 
moving  In  connecticm  therewith;  (1)  be- 
twe^  points  in  Michigan  (except  those 
east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Michigan-Ohlo  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  Jxmctlon 
Michigan  Highway  46,  thence  along 
Michigan  Efighway  46  to  Juncticm  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  15,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  15  to  Saginaw  Bay,  on  the  one 
hand,  on  the  other,  points  in  C^o;  and 
(2)  between  points  in  Michigan  (except 
those  south  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Ohlo-Mlchlgan  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  fflfidiway  127  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  94.  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  94  east  to  Lake  Erie, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  In  Williams.  Paulding.  Van 
Wert,  Mercer,  Dai^e,  Preble,  Montgom¬ 
ery.  Butler,  Warren,  Hamiltc^  Clermont, 
Brown,  and  Adams  Counties,  C^o,  and 
those  to  Defiance  Coimty,  Ohio  w<^  of 
UB.  Highway  66.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  to  Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line 
extending  along  the  northmn  boundaries 
of  Allegan,  Barry,  and  Eaton  Counties, 
Mldu  thence  along  Business  Route  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  96  to  Lansing,  thence 
on  and  west  of  a  line  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  127  to  Jackson,  thence 
alrnig  immunbered  highway  (formerly 
portion  UB.  Highway  127)  to  Jimctlon 
U.S.  Highway  12,  near  Somerset  Center, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  127.  near  Somerset,  thence 
along  UB.  idghway  127  to  the  Mlchlgan- 
Ohlo  State  line. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  E105).  filed 
May  23,  1974.  Applicant:  DALLAS  k 
MAVIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000 
W.  Sample  Street,  South  Bend,  Ind. 
46627.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  Pieronl  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Self-propelled 
motor  vehicles,  each  weledilng  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  to  truckaway  service, 
from  points  to  the  lower  peninsula  of 
Michigan  to  points  to  Alabama.  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  Florida,  those  to  Georgia  to 
and  south  of  Polk.  Haralson.  Carroll. 
Coweta,  Pike,  Upson,  Chrawford,  Bibb, 
Twiggs.  Laurens,  Treutlen,  Montgomery, 
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Toombs,  Tattnall,  Evans,  Bryan,  and 
Chatham  Coimties,  and  those  in  Tennes¬ 
see  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Teimessee-Kentucky  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  24,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  24  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  72,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  72  to  the  Tennessee-Alabama  State 
line  (points  in  Michigan  on  and  south  of 
a  line  extending  along  the  northern 
boundaries  of  Allegan,  Barry,  and  Eaton 
Counties,  Mich.,  thence  along  Business 
Route  Interstate  Highway  96  to  Lansing, 
thence  on  and  west  of  a  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  Jackson, 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway  (for¬ 
merly  porti<Ni  U.S.  Highway  127)  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  12,  near  Somerset 
Center,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  127,  near  Somer¬ 
set,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  the 
Michigan-Ohio  State  line,  and  South 
Bend,  Ind.)*:  and  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Texas,  New  Mexico,  Wyoming,  Montana, 
those  in  Arkansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkansas-MLssouri 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  the  Arkansas- 
Louisiana  State  line,  those  in  Louisiana 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Louisiana  Highway  139  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  165,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  165  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line, 
those  in  Louisiana  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  Louisiana 
Highway  139  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
165,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  165  to 
jimction  UB.  Highway  167,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  167  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
(points  in  Michigan  on  and  south  of  a 
line  extending  along  the  northern  bound¬ 
aries  of  Allegan.  Barry,  and  Eaton  Coun¬ 
ties.  Mich.,  thence  along  Business  Route 
Interstate  Highway  96  to  Lansing,  thence 
on  and  west  of  a  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Jackson,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  (formerly 
portion  U.S.  Highway  127)  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  12,  near  Somerset  Center, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  127,  near  Somerset,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  the  Michigan- 
Ohio  State  line.  South  Bend,  Ind.,  and 
points  in  Texas  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  83)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  49052  (Sub-No.  E4) .  filed  June 
3,  1974.  AppUcant;  MACON  TRADING 
POST,  INC.,  103  CJherry  Street,  Macon. 
Oa.  31208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  R.  Kingsley,  1819  H  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Ccxnmlsslon;  (1)  between 
points  in  South  Carolina,  on  the  one 


hand,  and,  on  the  oher,  points  in 
Escambia,  Santa  Rosa,  Okaloosa, 
Walton,  Holmes,  Jackson,  Washington, 
Bay.  CTalhoun,  Gulf,  Gadsden,  Liberty, 
Franklin,  Wakulla,  Leon,  Jefferson, 
Madison,  Hamilton,  'Taylor,  Suwannee, 
Lafayette,  Dixie,  Gilchrist,  Levy,  Citrus, 
Hernando,  Pasco,  Pinellas,  Hillsborough, 
Manatee.  Hardee,  Sarasota,  De  Soto, 
Charlotte,  Glades,  Lee,  Hendry,  Collier, 
Monroe,  Dade,  Broward,  Palm  Beach 
(except  points  in  that  portion  of  Palm 
Beach  north  of  the  West  Palm  Beach 
canal)  Counties,  Pla.;  (2)  between  points 
in  South  Carolina  (except  Jasper  and 
Beaufort  Counties),  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Columbia, 
Baker,  Union,  Bradford,  Alachua,  Clay, 
Putnam,  Marion.  Sumter,  Lake,  Polk, 
Highlands.  Okeechobee,  Indian  River,  St. 
Lucie,  Martin,  and  Palm  Beach  (except 
for  that  portion  on  and  south  of  the 
West  Palm  Beach  canal)  Counties,  Pla.; 
and  (3)  between  r>oints  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina  in  and  west  of  Aiken,  Lexington, 
Richland,  Kershaw,  and  Chesterfield 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  Florida  in  and  east  of 
Nassau,  Duval.  St.  Johns,  Flagler, 
Volusia,  Seminole,  Orange,  Brevard,  and 
Osceola  (bounties.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Telfair  County,  Ga. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  E20) .  filed 
May  2.  1974.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT.  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green  Bay, 
Wis.  54306.  Applicant’s  representative: 
D.  F.  Martin  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  plywood  and  plywood 
products,  plywood  and  plywood  products 
combined  with  veneer  and  plastics, 
paneling  doors,  and  composition  wood 
products  as  are  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufsu^ture  and 
distribution  of  the  same;  (1)  between 
North  Dakota,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire.  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Lower  Peninsula 
of  Michigan,  Iniana,  Wisconsin  (except 
points  north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Marinette,  Wis.,  and  extending  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  64  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
51  to  the  Wisconsin-niinois  State  line), 
Illinois  (except  FK>ints  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Wisconsin-Blinois  State 
line  and  extending  along  Illinois  Highway 
26  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  29,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  29  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  to  the  Illinois-Missouri  State 
line),  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
(2)  l^tween  South  Dakota,  on  the  one 
hsmd.  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Maine. 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire.  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Virginia,  North  Carolina  (except 
p>oints  on  U.S.  Highway  25) ,  Pennsylvania 
(except  points  north  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  62),  New  York  (except  points 


west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Erie  at 
Barcelona,  N.Y.,  and  extending  along 
New  York  Highway  17  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  62.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  the  New  York-Pennsylvanla  State 
line) ,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Marshfield,  Wis. 

No.  MC  52579  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed 
May  19.  1974.  Applicant:  GILBERT 
CARRIER  CXJRPORATION,  One  Gilbert 
Drive,  Secaucus,  N.J.  07094.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Fred  L.  CTardascia  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  opera^  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Gar¬ 
ments.  on  hangers,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  (Tolumbia,  Maine,  Massaschu- 
setts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Wisconsin,  points  in  Illinois  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  30,  points  in  Indiana 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  30,  points  in 
Maryland  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
522,  points  In  Ohio  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  which  are  east  of  Ohio  Highway 
4,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  80  which  are  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  60014  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  AERO  TRUCK¬ 
ING  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308,  Monroeville,  Pa. 
15146.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  St.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities,  as  building  con¬ 
tractor’s  equipment,  heavy  and  bulky  ar¬ 
ticles,  machinery  and  machine  p>arts,  and 
articles  requiring  specialized  handling  or 
rigging,  between  points  in  Wisconsin,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Maryland.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Columbiana, 
Chiyahoga,  Mahoning,  Summit,  and 
Trumbull  Counties,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  63792  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
June  4.  1974.  Applicant:  TOM  HICKS 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX 
16006,  Houston,  Tex.  77022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  C.  W.  Ferebee  (same  as 
al:^ve) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  to  load,  unload,  or  transport,  (a) 
between  points  in  that  part  of  Louisiana 
and  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Louisiana-Texas  State 
line  and  extending  along  Louisiana 
Highway  8  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  28,  thence  along  Louisiana  Highway 
28  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Mississippi  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  junctipn  Mississippi 
Highway  28,  thence  along  Mississippi 
Highway  28  to  junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  550,  thence  along  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  550  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  the 
Mlssissippi-Alabama  State  line,  on  the 
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one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Texas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Interstate  Highway  45  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  71,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  71  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  283,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  283 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  83,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
83  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  82,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  27,  thence  along  Interstate 
Higljway  27  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
287,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to 
the  Texas -Oklahoma  State  line. 

(b)  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Louisiana  and  Mississippi  on  and  sou^ 
of  Interstate  Highway  20,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Galveston  on  Interstate 
Highway  45  to  Houston,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  290,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  290  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  285, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  285  to  Jimc- 
tlon  Interstate  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  20  to  jimctlon  U.S. 
Highway  80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  line, 
(c)  between  points  in  that  part  of  Loui¬ 
siana  and  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Loulslana-Texas 
State  line  on  Interstate  Highway  10  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  10 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence 
along  U.S.  167  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
190,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  190  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  the  Mlsslssippi-Ala- 
bama  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  Texas 
lying  on  and  west  of  a  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  45  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  75,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75  to  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State 
line,  (d)  from  points  In  that  part  of 
Louisiana  and  Mississippi  on  and  sou^ 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Loulsiana- 
Texas  State  line  extending  along  Lou¬ 
isiana  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  84 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  61,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  jimctlon  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  18,  thence  along  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Highway  18  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  20,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20  to  the  Misslssippi-Alabama 
State  line  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  (e) 
from  points  In  Mississippi  on  and  south 
of  Interstate  Highway  20  to  points  in 
that  part  of  New  Mexico  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  Mexlco- 
Texas  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  380  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  New  Mex¬ 
ico- Arizona  State  line. 

(f)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  and  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Loulsiana-Texas 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  190,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  190  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 


way  90,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  90  to 
the  Misslssippi-Alabama  State  line  to 
points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  35,  (g)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Louisiana  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas- 
Louislana  State  line  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  90,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
90  to  junction  Louisiana  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  14  to 
junction  Louisiana  Highway  83,  thence 
along  Louisiana  Highway  83  to  Ite  south¬ 
ern  most  point  at  Louisa,  La.,  to  points  in 
Oklahoma'  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State 
line  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
35  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  70,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S, 
Highway  177,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
177  to  Junction  Oklahoma  Highway  7, 
thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway  7  to 
junction  Okl£dioma  Highway  1,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  1  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  75.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  line,  (h)  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Louisiana  and  Mississippi  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Louislana- 
Texas  State  line  and  extending  along 
Louisiana  Highway  8  to  junction 
Louisiana  Highway  1,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  1  to  junction  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  28,  tlience  along  Louisiana 
Highway  28  to  Juxictlon  U.S.  Highway  84, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  84  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  98,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  98  to  junction  Mississippi 
Highway  42.  thence  along  Mississippi 
Highway  42  to  the  Misslssippi-Alabama 
State  line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Kansas 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kansas -Oklahoma  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
183  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  56,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  56  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  281,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  to  the  Oklahoma-Nebraska  State 
line,  (1)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Mis¬ 
sissippi  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  90 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Kansas  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  on  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  160,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  160  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  75, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  96,  thence  along  Kansas 
Highway  96  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  77, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  the 
Kansas-Nebraska  State  line. 

(j)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  the  Loulsiana-Mis- 
sissippl  State  line  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  junction  Kansas  Highway 
68,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  68  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  75,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  75  to  the  Kansas-Nebraska 
State  line,  (k)  from  points  In  that  part 
of  Louisiana  on  and  south  of  a  line 


beginning  at  the  Loulsiana-Texas  State 
line  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
10  to  junction  UH.  Highway  90,  ttience 
along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  83  to  Louisa,  La.,  Ks 
southern  most  point  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  169 
to  junction  Kansas  Highway  39,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  39  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  7,  thence  along  Kansas 
Highway  7  to  jimctlon  U.S.  Highway  69, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  54  to  the  Kansas-Mlssouri  State 
line,  (1)  between  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  lying  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Interstate  Highway  45  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
10,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  10 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  90  to  the  United  States- 
Mexico  International  Boundary  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Arkansas,  (h)  from  points  In  that  part 
of  Texas  lying  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Louisiana-Texas  State 
line  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  Laredo,  to 
points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Oklahoma  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  44 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  75,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  the  Oklahoma- 
Kansas  State  line. 

(n)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Texas 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Loulsiana-Texas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  190,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  190  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
30,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  SO  to 
Junction  Texas  Highway  90,  Uience  along 
Texas  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  290,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  290 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  the  United 
States-Mexlco  International  Boundary 
line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Kansas  on 
and  north  of  a  line  In  Kansas  beginning 
at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kansas  Highway  96,  thence  along 
Kansas  Highway  96  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  39,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  39  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54  to  the  Kansas-Missourl  State  line, 
(o)  from  points  in  that  part  of  Texas 
lying  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Louisiana-Texas  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  Texas  Highway  30  to  junction 
Texas  Highway  6,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  6  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
159,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  159  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  36,  thence  alimg 
Texas  Highway  36  to  Freeport,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  New  Mexico,  and  (p)  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Loulsl- 
ana  State  line  and  extending  along  Texas 
Highway  63  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  59,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
59  to  Junction  Texas  Highway  288,  tiience 
along  Texas  Highway  288  to  Freeportt 
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Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Texas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Mexico  International  Boundary  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  281  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Texas  Highway  9  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  37,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  37  to  Its  ending  at  Corpus 
Christl,  Tex.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Houston  or 
Baytown,  Tex. 

No.  MC  72243  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  AETNA 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  350, 
Warren,  Ohio  44482.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  Suite  1032 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  Pennsylvania  Ave.  & 
13th  St.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron,  steel,  and 
iron  and  steel  articles,  restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  is  Mississippi,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  and  Alabama,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York,  restricted  against  (1)  shipments 
originating  at  Anniston,  Birmingham, 
Decatur,  Gadsden.  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  or 
points  within  ten  miles  thereof,  (2)  air¬ 
craft  and  missiles,  and  parts  thereof, 
and  (3)  pipe,  pipeline  dope,  and  valves 
used  in  connection  with  pipelines.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  the  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  commercial  zone  which  are  in 
Kentucky. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  k 
PACIFIC  MOVING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklahoma  City.  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Prances  Jal^t,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  commission,  betwe^  points 
In  Missouri  east  of  UB.  Highway  63  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  70,  on  tlie 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Arkansas  south  and  east  of  UB.  Highway 
67.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  points  within  a  25 
mile  radius  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E27).  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  li 
PACHFIC  MOVING  CO..  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Prances  Jal^t,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Cwnmlssion,  between  points 
in  Illinois  within  25  miles  of  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  north  of 
UB.  Highway  60  and  on  and  west  of 
UB.  Hl^way  183.  Tie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  within  "20  miles  of  Clay  Center, 
Kans.,  points  within  25  miles  erf  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E28),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 


PACIFiC  MOVINO  OO.,  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  78125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Rc4>e(rt  J.  Gallagher, 
1776  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  (Tommisslon,  between 
points  In  Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  66,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Texas.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  within  25  miles  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E29),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  A’TLANTIC  k 
PACIFIC  MOVING  CO,,  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher, 
1776  Broadway,  New  York.  N.Y.  10019. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Iowa  on  and  north  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  on 
and  south  of  UB.  Highway  50  and  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  57.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  within  25  miles  of  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E30).  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  AITiANTIC  & 
PACIFIC  MOVING  CO..  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklah(Hna  City,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher, 
1776  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y,  10019. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Il¬ 
linois  on  and  north  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  within 
25  miles  of  St.  Louis.  Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E31) ,  filed  May 
11,  1974.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 

PACIFIC  MOVING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Colorado,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  In¬ 
diana.  The  piupose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  within 
20  miles  of  C2ay  Center,  Kans.,  points 
within  25  miles  of  Kansas  City.  Kans., 
and  points  within  25  miles  of  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E32) ,  filed  May 
16,  1974.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 

PACIFIC  MOVING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  25085, 
CMclahoma  (Sty,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
p<rfnts  In  Nebraska  on  or  we^  Of  U.6. 
Highway  83,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 


other,  points  in  Indiana  on  or  south  of 
UB.  Highway  50.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  elin^ate  the  gateways  of  points 
within  20  miles  of  Clay  Center,  Kans., 
points  within  25  miles  of  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  and  points  within  25  miles  of  St. 
Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E33),  filed 
May  16.  1974.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 
PACIFIC  MOVING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadw^ay,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Nebraska  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  83,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  ix)ints  within  20  miles  of  Clay  Center, 
Kans.,  within  25  miles  of  Kansas  CTity, 
Kans.,  and  within  25  miles  of  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  75110  (Sub-No.  E34) ,  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  AITANTIC  & 
PACIFIC  MOVING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  25085, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73125.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  w^t  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highw-ay  57  and  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  70,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  within  25  miles  of  St. 
Louis.  Mo. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub-No.  E16).  filed 
June  4, 1974.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  152  Wabash  Street,  Pitts- 
buiYh,  Pa.  15220.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  M.  Rumin,  Wick,  Vuono,  & 
Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburg, 
Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pig 
iron  and  coke,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-West 
Virginia  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  29 
to  the  Ohlo-Indiana  State  line,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and  east  of 
New  York  Highway  19,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  materials  used  by 
steel  mills  from  points  in  Jackson  and 
Washington  Counties,  Ohio.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gatew'ay 
of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub-No.  E17).  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  152  Wabash  Street, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15220.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  M.  Rumin,  Wick,  Vuono, 
&  Lavelle,  2810  Grant  Building,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coke,  in  dump  vehicles,  fom  Har¬ 
riet,  Tonawanda  Township,  N.Y.,  to  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia  and  that  part  of 
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Maryland  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Maryland- Virginia  State  line  on  U.S. 
Highway  495  and  extending  along  n.S. 
Highway  495  to  junction  U-S.  Highway 
50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  Maryland  Highway  404,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  404  to  the 
Maryland-Delaware  State  line  and  the 
Maryland  Counties  of  Allegany  and 
Garrett,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  152  Wabash  Street,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15220.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  M.  Rumin,  Wick,  Vuono,  & 
Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Pig  iron 
and  coke,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Ohio  to  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line 
and  extending  along  New  York  Highway 
97  to  junction  New  York  Highway  17B, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  17B  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  42,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  42  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  52,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  52  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  209,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  209 
to  Jimction  Interstate  Highway  87, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  87  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  23A,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  23A  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  23,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  23  to  the  New  York- 
Massachusetts  State  line,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  materials 
used  by  steel  mills  from  points  in  Jack- 
son  and  Washington  Counties,  Ohio.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pittsbiirgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub-No.  Elfi' ,  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  152  Wabash  Street,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15220.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  M.  Rumin,  Wick,  Vuono,  & 
Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  (n>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pig  iron 
and  coke,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  extending  along  Ohio 
Highway  82  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
91,  and  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  91 
to  Lake  Erie,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  on,  south  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsylvanla 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  12,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
12  to  Junction  New  York  Highway  23, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  23  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  7,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  7  to  the  New 
York-Vermont  State  line,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  materials 
used  by  steel  mills  from  points  In  Jack- 
son  and  Washington  Counties,  Ohio.  Hie 


purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  78228  (Sub-No.  E20).  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  J.  MILLER  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  152  Wabash  Street,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15220.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  M.  Rumin,  Wick,  Vuono  k 
Lavelle,  2310  Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh. 
Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to  op>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pig  iron 
and  coke,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Brooke,  Hancock  and  Marshall 
Coimties,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Michigran  on,  north  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Bay  City,  Mich.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Michigan  Highway  10  to 
junction  Michigan  Highway  20.  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  20  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  27  to  junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  46,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
46  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  131,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  131  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  21,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  21  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  31,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
94,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  94 
to  Lake  Michigan  at  or  near  Stevens- 
ville,  Mich.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  82063  (Sub-No.  E3)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  4, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  January  2,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  KLIPSCH  HAULING  CO.,  119 
East  Laughborough,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63111. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  666  11th  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transpiorting: 
Liquid  sulphur  trioxide,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  St.  Louis,  Mo.- 
East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  commercial  zone,  (1) 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Colorado,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Missouri.  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  and  Wis¬ 
consin  (Fairmont  City,  HI.*);  (2)  to 
points  in  Oklahoma,  Textis  (except  points 
in  Harris  County)  and  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Missourl-Arkansas  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  to  junction 
Arkansas  Highway  81,  thence  along 
Arkansas  Highway  81  to  the  Arkansas- 
Louisiana  State  line  (Fairmont  City,  HI., 
and  Springfield  and  Verona,  Mo.*) ;  and 
(3)  to  points  in  Louisiana  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Mlsslssippi-Loul- 
slana  State  line  extending  along  inter¬ 
state  Highway  55  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  10,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  10  to  Junction 
Louisiana  Highway  23,  thence  along 
Louisiana  Highway  23  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  (Fairmont  City,  HI.,  and  Verona 
and  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.*).  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  the  asterisks  above.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  clarify  the 
descriptions. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E290)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  9,  1974,  published  in 


the  Federal  Register  June  21,  1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  WATKINS  MO’TOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Clyde  W. 
Carver,  Suite  212,  5299  Roswell  Rd.  NE., 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30342.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods,  from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to 
pomts  in  Colorado  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Colorado-Utah  State 
line  and  proceeding  east  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  the 
Colorado -Kansas  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Tennessee  (except  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  points  to  the  commercial  zone 
thereof).  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  correct  a  highway  description. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  E209)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  9,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  April  10,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PRE-FAB  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  146,  Farmer  City,  HI.  61842.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Dale  L.  Cox  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Buildings, 
complete,  knocked  down,  or  in  sections: 
(4)  from  points  to  that  part  of  Iowa 
located  in  and  south  of  Decatur,  Clarke, 
Lucas,  Monroe,  Wapello,  Jefferson, 
Washington,  Louisa,  Muscative,  and 
Scott  Counties  to  points  to  North  Dakota. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  to  Wapello  Coun¬ 
ty,  Iowa.  The  purpose  of  this  partial  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  correct  a  t3rpographlcal  error 
in  (4)  above.  The  remainder  of  this  let¬ 
ter-notice  r^ains  as  previously  pub¬ 
lished. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  E225)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  9,  1974,  published  to 
the  Federal  Register  April  28,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PRE-FAB  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  146,  Farmer  City,  HI.  61842.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  D.  VoU- 
mer  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Pre-fdbricated  buildings,  com¬ 
plete,  knocked  down  or  in  sections;  (1) 
from  points  to  Mississippi  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
Washington.  Wyoming,  points  in  that 
part  of  Oklahoma  in  and  west  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  Tulsa,  Creek,  Lincoln.  Oklahoma. 
Canadian,  Grady,  Comanche,  and  Till¬ 
man  Counties,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Texas  in  and  west  of  Wilbarger,  Foard, 
Knox,  Stonewall,  Fisher,  Mitchell,  Ster¬ 
ling.  Reagan,  Crockett,  and  Terrell 
Counties  (Pine  Bluff,  Ark.)*;  and  (2) 
from  points  in  Mississippi  to  points  in 
Delaware  and  New  Jersey  (points  In 
Arkansas  and  Tennessee)  *.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  indicated  by  asterisks  itoove.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  correct 
the  origin  territories  to  (1)  above. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  E227)  (Cor¬ 
rection).  filed  May  9,  1974,  published  In 
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the  Federal  Register  April  29,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  PRE-PAB  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  146,  Farmer  City,  Ill.  61842.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  D.  Voll- 
mer  (same  as  above).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Buildings,  complete,  knocked 
down,  or  in  sections;  (1)  from  points  in 
Illinois  to  ptoints  in  that  part  of  Arizona 
in  and  south  of  Yuma,  Maricopa,  Gila, 
Graham,  and  Greenlee  Counties,  points 
in  that  part  of  Cahfornia  in  and  south 
of  Santa  Barbara,  Kem,  and  San  Ber¬ 
nardino  Counties,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  New  Mexico  in  and  south  of 
Catron,  Socorro,  Lincoln,  (Slaves,  and 
Lea  Counties  (Pine  Bluff,  Ark.)  • ;  (4) 
from  points  in  Illinois  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware.  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  pxiints  in 
that  part  of  Virginia  in  and  east  of 
Alleghany,  Botetourt,  Bedford,  Campbell, 
Charlotte,  and  Mecklenberg  Counties, 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  in 
and  east  of  Wood,  Wirt,  Calhoun,  Brax¬ 
ton,  Webster,  Greenbrier,  and  Monroe 
Counties,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
(points  in  Ohio)*;  and  (6)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Illinois  in  and  north  of 
Adams,  Brown,  Cass,  Sangamon,  Chris¬ 
tian,  Shelby,  Moultrie,  Douglas,  and 
Edgar  Counties  to  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  in  and  east  of  Lancaster, 
Kershaw,  Richland,  Calhoun,  Orange¬ 
burg,  and  Barnwell  Counties  (points  in 
Ohio  and  Lumberton,  N.C.)  *.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 
The  piupose  of  this  partial  correction  is 
to  correct  a  typographical  error  in  (1) 
and  (4),  and  to  correct  the  destination 
territories  in  (6)  above.  The  remainder 
of  this  letter-notice  remains  as  pre¬ 
viously  published. 

No.  MC 111401  (Sub-No.  E21)  (C^orrec- 
tion),  filed  May  12,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  June  6,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GROENDYKE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  Okla.  73704. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Victor  R. 
CNimstock  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  based  synthetic 
plastics,  in  bulk,  not  in  liquid  form, 
and  petrochemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Texsis  on  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  20  and  on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  45,  to 
points  in  California,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Nebraska,  Oregon,  Washington,  and 
Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Longview, 
Tex.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
reflect  the  destination  States. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  E85)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  4,  1975,  publirfied  in 
the  P^DERAL  Register,  May  23,  1975,  and 
republished  Svae  9,  1975.  Applicant: 
GROENDYKE  TRAN^'ORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Bok  €32,  £nid,  Okla.  78701.  Applicant’s 
repoesentattve:  Victor  R.  Comstock 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  «s  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products  (except  lubri¬ 
cating  oils),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 


from  points  In  Oklahoma  on  and  north 
of  Interstate  Highway  40  and  on  a-nH 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  75  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Kentucky,  LonisiBna,  Mississippi, 
and  Tennessee,  restricted  against  ttte 
transportation  of  (1)  liquefied  petroleum 
gases  and  natural  gasoline  to  points  in 
Mississippi,  and  (2)  liquid  wax  from 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Kentucky  and 
Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Ardmore, 
Cleveland,  Cashing,  Duncan,  Tulsa,  and 
Wyimewood,  Okla.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  include  the  restrictions. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  E22)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  17, 1974,  published  in  the 
FEDratAL  Register  Sept^ber  10,  1974. 
Applicant:  MIDWEST  COAST  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1233,  Sioux  Palls, 
S.  Dak.  57101.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  R.  H.  Jinks  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  mo¬ 
tion  picture  film,  motion  picture  projec¬ 
tion  parts,  advertising  material,  tickets, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  from 
points  in  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut 
to  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  ptoints  in 
Audubon,  Buena  Vista,  Calhoun,  Carroll, 
C?ass,  Cerro  Gordo,  Cherokee,  Clay,  Craw¬ 
ford,  Dickinson,  Emmit,  Fremont,  Han¬ 
cock,  Harrison,  Humboldt,  Ida,  Kossuth, 
Lyon,  Mills  .  .  .  etc.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Lakefield,  Minn.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof.  The  purpose  of  this  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  extend  the  territorial  de¬ 
scription. 

No.  MC  112539  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
Jime  4,  1974.  Applicant:  PERCHAK 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  811,  Haael- 
ton.  Pa.  18201.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Kenneth  R.  Davis,  999  Union  Street, 
Taylor,  Pa.  18517.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Scrap  metal,  in  dump  vehicles  and 
scrap  railroad  rails,  from  points  in  War¬ 
ren,  Burlington,  Hunterdon,  Union  (ex¬ 
cept  Rahway,  Clark,  Linden,  Rozelle, 
Elizabeth  and  Plainfield),  Bergen  Essex 
(except  Newark),  Passaic,  Middlesex 
(except  Carteret,  Woodbridge  and  Perth 
Amboy) ,  Monmouth,  Somerset,  Camden, 
Mercer,  Hudson  and  Morris  (except 
Dover)  Counties,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Alle¬ 
gheny  County,  Pa.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Northampton  Coimty,  Pa. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E77),  filed 
May  31, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEIFFRIES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  A.  Fisher  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  sis 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
modities,  the  transportation  of  which, 
by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  retjuire  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  agricul¬ 


tural  machinery  and  agricultural  trac¬ 
tors;  (2)  Self-propelled  articles,  each 
weli^ing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and 
related  machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  sup¬ 
plies  when  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  restricted  to  commodities  which 
are  transported  on  trailers;  between 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  53  beginning  at  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boimdary 
line  to  junction  UB.  Highway  61,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  jimction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  90  to  the  Minnesota-Wis- 
consin  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  66  begiimlng  at 
the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  SterUng,  Ill. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E109),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
94850,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  Fisher 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Commodifies,  the  transportation 
of  which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  «>ecial  equipment  (ex¬ 
cept  farm  machinery) ;  (2)  Self- 

propelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  w'hen  moving 
in  connection  therewith,  restricted  to 
commodities  which  are  transported  on 
trailers;  (3)  Machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials.  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  discovery,  development, 
liroduction,  refining,  manufacture,  proc- 
cessing,  storage,  transmission,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products  (ex¬ 
cept  the  stringing  and  picking  up  of  pipe 
in  connection  with  main  or  trunk  pipe 
lines;  (4)  Machinery,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials.  and  supplies  used  In,  or  In  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  construction,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  plprfines,  other  than  pipe¬ 
lines  used  for  the  transmission  of  natural 
gas,  petroleum,  their  products,  and  by¬ 
products,  water  or  sewerage,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  moving 
esslng,  storage,  transmission,  and  dis- 
Earth  drilling  machinery  and  equipment. 
and  machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
supplies,  and  pipe  incidental  to,  used  In, 
or  in  connection  with,  (a)  the  transpor¬ 
tation,  installation,  removal,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  (b)  the  completion  of  holes  or 
wells  drilled,  (c)  the  production,  storage, 
and  transmission  of  commodities  result¬ 
ing  from  drilling  operations  at  w^ll  or 
hole  sites,  and  (d)  the  Injection  or  re¬ 
moval  of  commodities  into  or  from  holes 
or  wrells;  and  (€)  Parts  of  commodities, 
which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  either 
when  incidental  to  the  tran^JortalSon  of 
such  commodities,  or  when  transported 


FEDEtAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  123 — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  25,  1975 


NOTICES 


26767 


as  separate  and  unrestricted  sh^ments; 
between  points  in  Kansas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kansas- 
Colorado  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  50,  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  156,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  156 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  77,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  18, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  the 
Kansas -Missouri  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  all  points  in 
Utah.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  points  in 
Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  EllO),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  dis¬ 
covery,  development,  production,  refin¬ 
ing,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  their  products  and  by-products, 
except  in  connection  with  main  or  trimk 
pipelines,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  construction,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  pipelines,  except  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  main  or  tnmk  pipelines,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Nebraska,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Nevada. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Nebraska  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  83,  and  those  in  Colo¬ 
rado  east  of  U.S.  Highway  87. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FERIES  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
94850,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  Fisher 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  supplies,  and  pipe,  due  to  size 
or  weight,  require  the  \ise  of  special 
equitanent,  incidental  to,  used  in,  or  in 
connection  with  (a)  the  transportation. 
Installation,  removal,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance,  and  disman¬ 
tling  of  drilling  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment,  (b)  the  completion  of  holes  or  wells 
drilled,  (c)  the  production,  storage,  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites,  and  (d)  the  injection  or  removal  of 
commodities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells; 
between  Bullitt,  Hardin,  Meade,  Breckin¬ 
ridge,  Crittenden,  Hancock,  Daviess, 
Henderson,  Union,  Webster,  McLean, 
Hopkins,  Ohio,  Grayson,  Edmonson, 
Hart.  Warren,  Butler,  Muhlenberg,  Lo¬ 
gan,  Todd,  Christian,  Trigg,  Simpson, 
Lyon,  Caldwell,  and  Jefferson  Counties, 
Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 


points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Sterling,  HI.,  and  points  in  Hlinols  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  36. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E112),  filed 
May  14,  1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
94850,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  Fisher 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregxilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (A)  Commodities,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment;  (B) 
self-propelled  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  tools,  parts  and  supplies  when 
moving  in  connection  therewith,  re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  which  are  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers;  (C)  earth  drilling 
machinery  and  equipment,  and  machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials,  supplies  and 
pipe  incidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with:  (1)  the  transportation,  instal¬ 
lation,  removal,  operation,  repair,  servic¬ 
ing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
drilling  machinery  and  equipment,  (2) 
the  completion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled. 
(3)  the  production,  storage  and  trans¬ 
mission  of  commodities  resulting  from 
drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole  sites 
and  (4)  the  injection  or  removal  of  com¬ 
modities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells;  (D) 
parts  of  commodities,  which,  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  either  when  incidental 
to  the  transportation  of  such  commod¬ 
ities,  or  when  transported  as  separate 
and  unrestricted  shipments;  (E)  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  except  the  stringing 
and  picking  up  of  pipe  in  connection  with 
main  or  trunk  pipe  lines;  and  (F)  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
construction,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance  and  dismantling  of  pipe 
lines,  other  than  pipe  lines  used  for  the 
transmission  of  natural  gas,  petroleum, 
their  products  and  by-products,  water  or 
sewerage,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  moving  to  or  from  pipe  line 
rights-of-way,  between  points  in  Kansas 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  50  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kansas-Colorado  State  line 
to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  154, 
thence  southeast  to  its  Junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54  to  the  Kansas-Missouri  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  South  Dakota  on  and  north  of  South 
Dakota  Highway  46,  beginning  at  the 
South  Dakota-Iowa  State  line,  thence 
west  to  its  junction  with  South  Dakota 
Highway  37,  thence  north  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  16,-  thence  west  to 
the  South  Dakota -Wyoming  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  E113),  filed 
May  14, 1974.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES 


TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73109.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  Fisher  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Machin¬ 
ery.  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
iised  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  dis¬ 
covery,  development,  production,  refin¬ 
ing,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  except  in  connection 
wdth  main  or  tnmk  pipe  lines,  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
construction,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance  and  dismantling  of  pipe 
lines,  except  in  connection  wdth  main  or 
trunk  pipe  lines,  between  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Casper,  Wyo.,  and  those  points  in 
Wyoming  on  and  east  of  a  line  banning 
at  the  Colorado- Wyoming  State  line,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  34,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  87  to  its  jimctlon  with  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  59,  thence  along  Wyoming 
Highway  59  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  14,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
14  through  Moorcroft,  Sundance  and 
Benlah,  Wyo.,  to  the  Wyoming-South 
Dakota  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  Nebraska  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
83. 

No.  MC  113666  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  Pa.  16229.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Daniel  R.  Smetanick  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Re¬ 
fractories  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  Fords, 
N.J.,  to  those  points  in  West  Virginia  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  220.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gatew'ay  of  Hawstone  (Mifflin  County), 
and  Johnstown,  Pa. 

No.  MC  113666  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  BuUer  Road. 
Freeport,  Pa.  16229.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Daniel  R.  l^etanick  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Re¬ 
fractories,  restricted  to  refractory  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  in  bulk),  from  Fords,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Iowa,  and  those 
in  Tennessee  in  and  west  of  Canqpbell, 
Union,  Knox,  Blount,  Monroe,  and  Polk 
Counties,  Tenn.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tarenton,  Pa. 

No.  MC  113861  (Sub-No.  El),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WOOTEN 
TRANSt»ORT,  INC.,  153  Gaston  Ave., 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38106.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  N.  Clay,  m,  2700 
Sterlck  Bldg.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pe¬ 
troleum  and  petroleum  products,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  xm  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  site  of  the  pipeline  ter¬ 
minal  of  the  Oklahoma-Mississippi  River 
Products  Lines,  Inc.,  at  or  near  West 
Memphis,  Ark.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Tennessee-Georgia  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  8,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway 
8  to  jimction  Tennessee  Highway  111, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  111  to 
Sparta,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway 
42  to  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State 
line,  and  points  in  Indiana,  Illinois  and 
Iowa.  (New  Msulrid,  Mo.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof.*)  (2)  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIH  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  (except  petro  acids  and 
chemicals  and  asphalt  and  asphalt  prod¬ 
ucts)  ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
site  of  the  pipeline  terminal  of  the  Okla¬ 
homa-Mississippi  River  Products  Lines, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  West  Memphis,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  line  extending  along  Al¬ 
ternate  U.S.  Highw'ay  41  to  Hopkinsville, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  91  to 
the  Kentucky -Illinois  State  line  (Colonial 
Pipeline  terminals  at  or  near  Nashville, 
Tenn.*) ;  (3)  Gasoline,  kerosene,  jet  fuel, 
tractor  fuel,  diesel  fuel,  fuel  oils,  petro¬ 
leum  napthas  and  petroleum  asphalt,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  site  of 
the  pipeline  terminal  of  the  Oklahoma- 
Mississippi  River  Products  Lines,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  West  Memphis,  Ark.,  to  points  in 
Mississippi  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
82  (Memphis,  Tenn.*) ;  (4)  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Indiana.  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas. 
Michigan,  Oklahoma  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
liquid  hydrogen,  liquid  oxygen  and  liquid 
nitrogen  when  moving  to  missile  storage 
or  launching  sites,  missile  test  facilities 
or  manufacturing  plants  producing  liquid 
hydrogen,  liquid  oxygen  or  liquid  nitro¬ 
gen  (Barfield,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof*);  and  (5)  Nitrogen 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk.  In  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  site  of  the  storage  and 
shipping  facilities  of  the  Agrico  Chemical 
Company,  Division  of  Continental  Oil 
Company,  located  on  President’s  Island, 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Okla¬ 
homa  and  Wisconsin,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  liquid  hydrogen, 
liquid  oxygen  and  liquid  nitrogen  when 
moving  to  missile  storage  or  launching 
sites,  missile  test  facilities  or  manufac¬ 
turing  plsuits  producing  liquid  hydrogen, 
liquid  oxygen  or  liquid  nitrogen  (Bar- 
field,  Ark.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof* ) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  Indicated  by  the 
asterisks  above. 


No.  MC  114211  (Sub-No.  E579),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50704.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  R.  Nelson  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Grading,  paving,  and  finishing  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  Washington,  Ore¬ 
gon,  California,  Nevada,  Idaho,  and  Ari¬ 
zona,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Wyoming 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Uie 
South  Dakota-Wyoming  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  the 
Wyoming-Colorado  State  line,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  Montana  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  United 
States-Canada  International  Boundary 
line  extending  along  Montana  Highway 
247  to  jimction  Montana  Highway  24, 
thence  along  Montana  Highway  24  to 
junction  Montana  Highway  200,  thence 
along  Montana  Highway  200  to  junction 
Montana  Highway  22,  thence  along  Mon¬ 
tana  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  312,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  312 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  212,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  212  to  the  Montana- 
Wyoming  State  line,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Utah  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  New  Mexico-Utah  State 
line  extending  along  Utah  Highway  262 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  163,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  163  to  junction  Utah 
Highway  128,  thence  along  Utah  High¬ 
way  128  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
70,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  the  Utah-Colorado  State  line,  and  to 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Mexico  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Texas-New  Mexico  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  junction  New 
Mexico  Highway  44,  thence  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  44  to  junction  New 
Mexico  Highway  504,  thence  along  New 
Mexico  Highway  504  to  the  New  Mexico- 
Arizona  State  line,  to  points  in  New  York. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  Stinar 
Corp.,  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  Ida 
Grove,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E38).  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  plastic  pipe,  plastic  or  iron 
fittings  and  connections  which  are  uti¬ 
lized  as  sand  hoppers,  conveyors,  dust 
collectors  and  meter  boxes,  from  An¬ 
niston,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Dakota,  Vermont,  Wisconsin,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
facilities  of  Clow  Corporation  near  Lin¬ 
coln,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
December  30,  1974,  Applicant:  COLO¬ 


NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham.  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such,  sand  hoppers,  conveyors,  dust 
collectors,  and  meter  boxes  as/are  em¬ 
braced  in  cement  asbestos  products  (ex¬ 
cept  conduit  and  pipe  which  because  of 
size,  shape,  weight,  or  inherent  char¬ 
acter  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  and  fittings,  materials,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  for  the  installation  or  trans¬ 
portation  thereof  (except  in  bulk),  and 
plastic  pipe  and  pipe  fittings  in  mixed 
loads  with  cement  asbestos  products, 
from  Anniston,  Ala.  to  points  in  Loui¬ 
siana,  Florida,  Tennessee,  and  Georgia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Ragland,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appll^ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  farm  imple¬ 
ments  as  are  embraced  in  iron  and  steel 
articles,  cranes,  sand  hoppers,  elevators, 
conveyors,  dust  collectors  and  meter 
boxes.  (1)  From  Anniston,  Alabama,  to 
that  portion  of  Oklahoma  beginning  at 
the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  Line  on  and 
west  of  Oklahcuna  State  Highway  34; 
and  (2)  From  Anniston,  Alabama,  to 
that  portion  of  Texas  beginning  at  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  Line  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Interstate  Highway  20. 
thence  west  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  20  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  69.  thence  north  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  69  to  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  Line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Poplarville,  Miss. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E51).  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  materials  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk)  used  in  the  operation, 
production,  processing,  or  transportation 
of  iron  and  steel  articles,  cranes,  sand 
hoppers,  elevators,  conveyors,  dust  col¬ 
lectors,  and  meter  boxes,  as  are  em¬ 
braced  in  iron  and  steel  articles,  and 
contractors*  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  (except  cement  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ;  (1)  from  points  in  that  portion 
of  Arkansas  on,  east,  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  167  (including  Little  Rock)  to 
the  Arkansas-Loulsiana  State  line,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina;  (2)  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Louisiana  on  and  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River  to  points  in  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina;  (3)  from  points  in 
MissLssippi  to  points  in  North  Carolina 
and  South  CTarolina;  and  (4)  from  points 
in  that  part  of  Alabama  on,  west,  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  43  (including 
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Mobile) ,  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
20,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  20 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  65  (in¬ 
cluding  Birmingham  and  points  within 
25  miles  thereof),  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65  to  the  Alabama-Ten- 
nessee  State  line  (including  Cullman), 
to  points  in  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham 
Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  C01X3NI- 
AL  FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Snch  iron  and  steel  articles,  sand  hop¬ 
pers,  conveyors,  dust  collectors,  and 
meter  boxes  as  are  embraced  in  materials 
and  supplies  (except  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
agricultural,  water  treatment,  food  proc¬ 
essing,  wholesale  groceries,  and  institu¬ 
tional  supply  industries,  and  are  also  em¬ 
braced  in  pipe,  fittings,  iron  castings,  and 
accessories,  from  Anniston,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  California,  Oregon,  Washington, 
Idaho,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Montana,  Utah, 
Wyoming,  Colorado,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  ^uth  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Texas, 
Louisiana,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Mississippi,  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island, 
Pennsylvania,  Massachusetts,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maine, 
Oklahoma,  Missouri,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Arkansas,  and  points  in 
that  portion  of  Alabama  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  10,  and  Memphis, 
Tenn.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Birmingham 
and  Holt,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E61),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  articles  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment) ;  (1) 
from  those  points  in  Tennessee  located 
on  the  Tennessee  River  north  of  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  southward  to  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  California,  Oregon, 
Washington,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Utah,  Nevada,  Wyoming,  Idaho, 
Louisiana,  Montana,  and  points  in  that 
portion  of  Texas  beginning  at  the  Texas- 
Louisiana  State  line  on  and  south  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  20  bounded  on  the 
north  by  Interstate  Highway  20,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  20  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  75  (including  Dallas), 
thence  north  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75  bounded  on  the  east  by  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75  to  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line 
and  points  in  that  portion  of  Mississippi 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi- Alabama 
State  line  on  and  south  of  UjS.  Highway 
82  bounded  on  the  north  by  UJ3.  Highway 
82  (including  Greenwood  and  Greenville, 
AOss.) ,  thence  west  on  UB.  Highway  82 


to  the  Mississippi- Arkansas  State  line; 
(2)  from  points  in  that  portion  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  located  on  the  Tennessee  River 
beginning  at  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  (in¬ 
cluding  Chattanooga) ,  southward  on  the 
Tennessee  River  to  (and  including)  De¬ 
catur,  Ala.,  to  points  In  California, 
Washington,  Oregon,  Arizona,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Texas,  Idaho,  Wyoming,  Louisiana, 
Nevada,  Utah,  Colorado,  Montana,  and 
points  in  that  portion  of  Mississippi  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Mississippi -Alabama  State 
line  on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway 
20  boimded  on  the  north  by  Interstate 
Highway  20,  thence  west  on  Interstate 
Highway  20  (including  Jackson  and 
Vicksburg,  Miss.) . 

(3)  From  points  in  that  portion  of 
Alabama  on  the  Tennessee  River  be¬ 
tween  Decatur  and  Florence,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  California,  Oregon.  Washing¬ 
ton,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Colorado,  Nevada,  Utah,  Wyoming, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Maine,  and  Rhode  Island:  (4)  between 
points  on  that  portion  of  the  Tennessee 
River  between  Florence,  Ala.,  and  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  located 
on  Kentucky  Lake  to  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  Oregon,  Washington,  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Nevada,  Utah,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  Maine,  and  points  in 
that  portion  of  Colorado  beginning  at 
the  Colorado -New  Mexico  State  line  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  25 
bounded  on  the  east  by  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25,  thence  north  on  Interstate  High¬ 
way  25  (including  Denver  and  Colorado 
Springs,  Colo.) ,  to  the  Colorado-Wyom- 
ing  State  line;  and  (5)  from  points  on 
that  portion  of  the  Mississippi  River  be¬ 
ginning  at  Memphis,  Tenn.  (and  includ¬ 
ing  Memphis,  Tenn.)  to  Greenville,  Miss., 
to  points  in  California  beginning  at  the 
Mexlco-Califomia  State  line  (including 
San  Diego,  Calif.) ,  on  and  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5,  thence  north  on  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  bounded  on  the  east  by 
Interstate  Highway  5  (Including  Sacra¬ 
mento,  Calif.)  to  the  Callfomla-Oregon 
State  line  and  that  portion  of  Oregon 
beginning  at  the  Oregon-Califomla 
State  line  on  and  west  of  Interstate 
Highway  5  and  bounded  on  the  east  by 
Interstate  Highway  5  (including  Eugene, 
Albany,  Salem,  and  Portland,  Oreg.), 
thence  north  on  Interstate  Highway  5  to 
the  Oregon- Washington  State  line,  and 
points  in  that  portion  of  Washington 
beginning  at  the  Washington-Oregon 
State  line  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
97  boimded  on  the  east  by  U.S.  Highway 
97,  thence  north  on  U.S.  Highway  97  to 
the  United  States-Canada  Internatlonsd 
Boundary  line,  and  Florida;  (6)  from 
points  on  that  portion  of  the  Mississippi 
River  beginning  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
Greenville,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  Montana,  and  points  in  that 
portion  of  California  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Mexlco  International 
Boundary  line  (including  San  Diego, 
Calif.) ,  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5,  thence  north  on  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5  boimded  on  the  east  by  Interstate 


Highway  5  (including  Sacramento, 
Calif.),  to  the  Callfomla-Oregon  State 
line. 

(7)  From  points  (m  that  portion  of  the 
Mississippi  River  beginning  at  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  southward  to  Vicksburg, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Oregon,  Washington, 
Idaho.  Montana,  and  points  in  that  por¬ 
tion  of  California  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Mexico  International 
Boundary  line  (including  San  Diego, 
Calif.),  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5  bounded  on  the  east  by  Interstate 
Highway  5  (including  Sacramento, 
Calif.),  to  the  Califomla-Idaho  State 
line,  and  points  in  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Connecticut, 
and  Rhode  Island;  (8)  from  points  on 
that  portion  of  the  Mississippi  River  be¬ 
ginning  at  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  southward 
to  Natchez,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Oregon, 
Washington,  Massachusetts,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Rhode  Island,  Maine,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
and  Pennsylvania;  (9)  from  points  on 
that  portion  of  the  Mississippi  River  be¬ 
ginning  at  Natchez,  Miss.,  southward  to 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  points  in  California 
beginning  at  the  California -Nevada 
State  line  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  80  bounded  on  the  south  by  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  to  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
and  points  in  Oregon,  Washington, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Maine,  New  Hampshire. 
Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey;  arid  (10)  from  points  on 
that  portion  of  the  Mississippi  River  be¬ 
ginning  at  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  to  points  in  California,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Washington.  Nevada,  Idaho,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Montana,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Maine,  Pennsylvania,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  and  Connecticut.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Anniston  and  Holt,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E65).  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  plastic  pipe,  plastic  or  iron 
fittings,  and  connections,  which  are  uti¬ 
lized  as  iron  and  steel  articles,  sand  hop¬ 
pers,  conveyors,  dust  collectors  and  meter 
boxes,  from  Anniston,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri. 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia  and  Georgia.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  facilities  of  Clow  Corporation  near 
Lincoln,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E68).  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport- 
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Ing:  Such  materials  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  Uie  opera¬ 
tions  of  a  foundry  as  are  also  used  in  the 
operation,  production,  processing,  or 
transportation  of  iron  and  steel  articles, 
cranes,  sand  hoppers,  elevators,  convey¬ 
ors,  dust  collectors,  and  meter  boxes  as 
embraced  in  iron  and  steel  articles  and 
contractors  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  (except  cement) ;  (1)  from 

points  in  California,  Oregon,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Montana, 
Utah,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  New  Mexico, 
Nebraska,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 
Oklahoma,  Mississippi,  Kansas,  and 
points  in  that  portion  of  Alabama  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  82  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina;  and 
(2)  frexn  Jefferson,  Walker,  and  Shelby 
Counties,  Ala.,  to  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  and  South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Birmingham  and  Holt,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E69),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant;  COLO¬ 
NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O,  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  fittings,  components, 
parts  and  accessories  for  valves,  and  hy¬ 
drants,  from  Anniston,  Ala.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  Springfield,  HI.,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  29  to  Peoria,  Bl., 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  116  to 
Metamora,  Bl.,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  89  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
34,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  34  to  jimc- 
tion  Illinois  Highway  31,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  31  to  imnumbered  high¬ 
way  (referred  to  as  Aurora  Avenue), 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  34  to  Chicago, 
Ill.,  thence  along  Lake  Michigan  to  the 
Blinols-Indiana  State  line,  and  thence 
along  the  Blinois-lndiana  State  line  to 
the  point  of  beginning,  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio  (except  those 
points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on,  west,  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  on 
the  Ohio-Pennsylvanla  State  line  near 
Sharon,  Pa.,  and  extending  along  U.S, 
Highway  62  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Circleville, 
Ohio,  and  thence  along  U  S.  Highway  22 
to  Cincinnati,  Ohio) ,  and  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon,  South  D^ota,  Texas,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Anniston,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E71),  filed 
Dec^ber  30,  1974,  Applicant;  COLO¬ 
NIAL  PAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  represaitatlve:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  iron  and  steel  mill  products 


(which  because  of  their  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment)  and 
related  machinery  parts  and  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials  and  supplies  (when  their 
transportation  is  Incidental  to  that  of  the 
size  and  weight  commodities) ,  which  are 
materials  and  supplies  (except  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  operation  of  a  foundry  and 
in  the  operation,  production,  processing 
or  transportation  of  irwi  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles,  cranes,  sknd  hoppers,  elevators, 
conveyors,  dust  collectors  and  meter 
boxes,  from  points  in  Florida  on  and 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  4  from  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to 
Birmingham  and  Bessemer,  Ala.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Birmingham  and  Holt,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E78),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  iron  and  steel  articles,  sand 
hoppers,  conveyors,  dust  collectors,  and 
meter  boxes  as  are  embraced  in  pipe,  fit¬ 
tings,  gaskets,  iron  castings,  and  acces¬ 
sories  (except  in  bulk),  from  Anniston, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Illinois,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Texas,  Missomi,  Arkansas,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Kansas.  Nebraska.  South  Dakota, 
North  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Wywning,  Colorado.  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  Utah,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Cal¬ 
ifornia,  Washingt<m,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Florida  (xi  and 
south  of  Florida  Highway  60  from  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
and  points  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  84,  and  T^messee  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  45  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45-East.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Holt,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  pipe,  fittings,  gaskets,  iron 
castings,  and  accessories  (except  in 
bulk) ,  as  are  embraced  in  iron  and  steel 
articles,  sand  hoppers,  conveyors,  dust 
collectors,  and  meter  boxes,  from  Holt, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  Georgia  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  78  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  and  points  in  Florida  on  and  east 
of  Interstate  Highway  75  (including 
Tampa,  St.  Petersburg,  and  Clearwater, 
Fla.) ,  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of 
Interstate  Highway  65  (Including  David¬ 
son  Cotmty,  Tenn.),  and  points  In  that 
portion  of  Alabama  from  the  Alabama- 
Tennessee  State  line  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  431  to  jimction  Interstate 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20  to  the  Alabama-Florlda 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 


to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Anniston, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E105),  filed 
December  30,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Roger  M.  Shaner 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  cast  iron  valves  and  compo¬ 
nents,  and  cost  iron  hydrants  as  are  em¬ 
braced  in  iron  and  steel  articles  from 
Anniston,  Ala.,  to  points  in  that  portion 
of  Florida  beginning  at  the  Florlda- 
Georgia  State  line  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Pfighway  441,  thence  south  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  441  to  its  Intersection 
with  Florida  Highway  100,  thence  along 
Florida  Highway  100  to  its  intersection 
with  Florida  Highway  16,  thence  along 
Florida  Highway  16  to  (and  Including) 
St.  Augustine,  Fla.,  and  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub  E16).  filed  May 
31.  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5044,  High  Point, 
N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  E.  Shaw  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals  (ex¬ 
cept  fertilizer) .  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hop¬ 
per-type  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Howerton-Gowen  Company,  Incorpo¬ 
rated  at  Chesapeake.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Alabama  and  Mississippi.  The  piupose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Georgia  within  the  Lanett,  Ala., 
commercial  zone. 

No.  MC  118821  (Sub-No.  E17),  Piled 
June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5044,  High 
Point.  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Richard  E.  Shaw  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals 
(except  fertilizer  and  vegetable  oils) .  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Charlotte, 
N.C.,  to  points  in  Mississippi.  Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Lanett,  Ala. 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
May  29,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTOAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6044,  High 
Point,  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Richard  E.  Shaw  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in 
hulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Howerton-Gowen 
Company,  Incorporated  at  Chesapeake, 
Va.,  to  points  In  Georgia,  South  Carolina, 
and  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Caro- 
llna-Virginia  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  58,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
68  to  jimction  Virginia  Highway  46, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  46  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  460,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  460  to  junction  U.S.  Hlgh- 
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way  15,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  20,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  20  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  522, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  522  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  the  West  Virginla-Vir- 
ginia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  North 
Carolina. 


No.  MC  111383  (Deviation  No.  18), 
BRASWELL  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  4447,  Dallas,  Tex.  75208, 
filed  June  11,  1975.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  Prom  Monroe,  La.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  165  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 


way  10  near  Lake  Charles,  La.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  Indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  Prom 
Monroe,  La.,  over  U.S.  Highway  80  to 
Vicksburg,  La.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
61  to  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  to  Lake  Charles,  La., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 


JxTNE  20, 1975. 

The  following  publications  include  mo¬ 
tor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  freight 
forwarder  and  rail  proceedings  indexed 
as  follows:  (1)  Grants  of  authority  re¬ 
quiring  republication  prior  to  certifica¬ 
tion;  (2)  notices  of  filing  of  petitions  for 
modification  of  existing  authorities;  (3) 
new  operating  right’s  applications  direct¬ 


ly  related  to  and  processing  on  a  consoli¬ 
dated  record  with  finance  applications 
filed  under  sections  5(2)  and  212(b) ;  (4) 
notices  of  filing  of  sections  5(2)  and  210a 
(b)  finance  applications;  and  (5)  notices 
of  filing  of  section  212(b)  transfer  appli¬ 
cations. 

Each  applicant  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  49  CFR 
1100.250. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice  (un¬ 
less  otherwise  specified).  Failure  season¬ 
ably  to  file  a  protest  will  be  construed 
as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  proceeding.  A  protest  should 
comply  with  section  247(d)  or  section 
240(c)  as  appropriate  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  general  rules  of  practice  which  re¬ 
quires  that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  contain 
a  detailed  statement  of  protestant’s  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceeding  (including  a 
copy  of  the  specific  portions  of  its  au¬ 
thority  which  Protestant  believes  to  be 
in  confiict  with  that  sought  in  the  ap¬ 
plication,  and  a  detailed  description  of 
the  method — whether  by  joinder,  inter¬ 
line,  or  other  means — by  ^rhich  protes- 
tant  would  use  such  authority  to  provide 
all  or  part  of  the  service  proposed) ,  and 
shall  specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall 
not  include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  origin^d  and 
one  (1)  copy  of  the  protest  (except  for 
petitions  and  Finsuice  Dockets  under 
Rule  40  requiring  ,the  original  and  six 
(6)  copies  of  the  protest)  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall 
be  served  concurrenth'^  upon  applicant’s 
or  petitioner’s  representative,  or  appli¬ 
cant  or  petitioner  if  no  representative  is 
named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)  (4)  or 
section  240(c)  (4)  of  the  special  rules, 
and  shall  include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  therein. 

No.  MC  135924  (Sub-No.  2)  (Republi¬ 
cation),  filed  March  4,  1974,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
April  11,  1974,  and  republished  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant:  SIMONS  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  Route  3,  Box  379,  Grand 
Rapids,  Minn.  55744.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  Krst 
National  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55402.  An  Order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Review  Board  Number  1,  dated 
June  4,  1975,  and  served  June  13,  1975, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  opera¬ 
tion  by  applicant,  in  Interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(1)  composition  board,  from  Grand 
Rapids,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Connecti- 


No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  E27),  filed 
June  5,  1974.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5044,  High 
Point,  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Richard  E.  Shaw  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk  (except  petrochemicals),  from 
Richmond  County,  Ga.  to  points  in 
Georgia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  South  Carolina. 

By  the  Commission.  i 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

•  Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-16567  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  22] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

June  20, 1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  (except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  toat  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application) ,  to  op¬ 
erate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
under  the  Commission’s  Revised  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules-Motor  Carriers  of  Property, 
1969  (49  CFR  1042.4(c)  (11) )  and  notice 
thereof  to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby 
given  as  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (12) )  at  any  time,  but  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operations  unless  filed  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s  Re¬ 
vised  Deviation  Rules — Motor  Carriers 
of  Property,  1969,  will  be  numbered  con¬ 
secutively  for  convenience  in  identifica¬ 
tion  and  protests,  if  any,  should  refer  to 
such  letter-notices  by  number. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 


No.  MC  98327  (Deviation  No.  2),  SYS¬ 
TEM  99,  8201  Edgewater  Drive,  Oakland, 
Calif.  94621,  filed  June  16,  1975.  (Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Weed,  Calif.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  5  to  junction  Oregon 
Highway  58  near  Goshen,  Oreg.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Weed,  Calif.,  over  U.S.  Highway  97  to 
jimction  Oregon  Highway  58,  thence  over 
Oregon  Highway  58  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  5  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  98327  (Deviation  No.  3) ,  SYS- 
’TEM  99,  8201  Edgewater  Drive,  Oakland, 
Calif.  94621,  filed  June  16,  1975.  Carter 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  ’Trinidad,  Calif., 
over  U.S.  Highway  101  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  199  near  Crescent  City,  Calif., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  199  to  Grants 
Pass,  Oreg.,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5  to  Ashland,  Oreg.,  thence  over  Ore¬ 
gon  Highway  66  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  97,  near  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  ’The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows;  From 
’Trinidad,  Calif.,  over  U.S.  Highway  101 
to  junction  California  Highway  299, 
thence  over  California  Highway  299  to 
Redding,  Calif.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  5  to  Weed,  Calif.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  97  to  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

By  the  Commisslcm. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-16568  Filed  6-S4-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  49] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 
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cut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Vermont,  Washington,  and  West 
Virginia,  and  (2)  phenolic  resin  (except 
in  bulk),  from  Boimd  Brook,  N.J.,  North 
Tonawanda,  N.Y.,  Kent,  Ohio,  and  She¬ 
boygan,  Wls^  to  Grand  Rapids,  Minn.; 
that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
conform  to  the  requiranents  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Cwnmls- 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
indicate  that  Arkansas  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  as  a  destination  in  (1)  above.  Be¬ 
cause  it  is  possible  that  other  parties 
who  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 
petition  as  published,  may  have  an  in¬ 
terest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced  by  the 
lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  authority 
described  above,  issuance  of  a  certificate 
in  this  proceeding  will  be  withheld  for  a 
period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication  of  the  authority  actually 
granted,  during  which  period  any  proper 
party  in  Interest  may  file  an  appropriate 
petition  for  Intervention  or  other  relief 
in  this  proceeding,  setting  forth  in  de¬ 
tail  the  precise  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  111670  (Notice  of  Piling  of  Pe¬ 
tition  to  Modify  Territorial  Description) , 
filed  May  7,  1975.  Petitioner;  ABLE 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  615  Industrial 
Rd.,  Carlstadt,  N.J.  07072.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Ton- 
nde  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Pe¬ 
titioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  No.  MC  111670,  Issued  De¬ 
cember  22, 1954,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion,  as  pertinent,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  hoiisehold  goods  as  defined  by  the 
C^ommission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment  and 
those  Injurious  or  contaminating  to 
othw  lading.  Between  New  York,  N.Y., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Essex,  Hudson,  Union,  Bergen 
and  Psissaic  Coimties,  N.J.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
territorial  description  in  the  above  au¬ 
thority  so  as  to  read:  Between  points  in 
the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zor\B, 
as  defined  by  Commercial  Zones  and 
Terminal  Areas.  53  M.C.C.  451,  within 
which  local  operations  may  be  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  partial  exemption  of  sec- 
tkm  203(b)(8)  of  the  Interstate  C<xn- 
merce  Act  (the  “exempt”  zone),  and 
points  in  New  Jersey  any  part  of  which 
is  within  5  miles  of  New  York,  N.Y.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Essex,  Hudson,  Union,  Bergen  and 
Passaic  Counties,  N.J.;  or,  in  the  alterna¬ 
tive,  that  the  Commission  issue  an  ap¬ 
propriate  order  that  the  petitioner  be 
eimx>wered  and  permitted  to  designate 
as  its  terminal  area,  all  points  within 
which  local  operations  may  be  conducted 
in  the  New  York,  N.Y.  Commercial  Zone 
as  established  by  the  Commission.  Any 


interested  person  or  persons  desiring  to 
pcuticipate  may  file  an  original  and 
six  copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  argum^ts  In  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  on  or  before  July  25, 
1975. 

No.  MC  121060  (Sub-No.  22)  (Notice 
of  Filing  of  Petition  To  Modify  Commod¬ 
ity  Description) ,  filed  Juxie  9, 1975.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  ARROW  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
1220  West  3rd  St.,  P.O.  Box  1416,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35207.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  Street  NW.,  Washlnjrton, 
D.C.  20006.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC 
121060  (Sub-No.  22) ,  Issued  July  17, 1974, 
authorizing  transportation,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes  of  Roofing  and  roofing  mate¬ 
rials.  gypsum  and  gypsum  products, 
composition  boards,  insulation  materials, 
urethane  and  urethane  products  and  re¬ 
lated  materials,  supplies,  and  acces¬ 
sories,  incidental  thereto  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  frcmi  the  plantsite  and 
v’arehouse  facilities  of  The  Celotex  Cor¬ 
poration  located  at  Marrero,  La.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Georgia, 
Florida,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  In¬ 
diana,  Ohio,  West  Vir^la,  Virginia, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  By  the  instant  petition,  pe- 
tioner  seeks  to  modify  the  commodity 
description  in  the  above  authority  so  as 
to  read.  Construction  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk).  Any  interest^ 
person  or  persons  desiring  to  participate 
may  file  an  original  and  six  copies  of 
his  written  representations,  views  or 
arguments  in  support  of  or  against  the 
petition  on  or  before  July  25,  1975. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-Nos.  36  and  58) 
(Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  To  Modify 
Permits) ,  filed  April  24, 1975.  Petltlcmer: 
INTERSTATE  CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  748,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110.  Petitioner’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Richard  A.  Peterson,' 521  South 
14th  Street.  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68501.  Petitioner  holds  motor  con¬ 
tract  carrier  permits  in  No.  MC  134599 
(Sub-Nos.  36  and  58) ,  issued  February  6, 
1973  and  July  8. 1974,  authorizing  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregiilar  routes,  in  Sub- 
No.  36.  of  Sponge  rubber  carpet  cushion, 
from  Thomson,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Oregon  and  Washington,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  Uniroyal,  Inc.,  of  Middlebury, 
Conn.;  and  in  Sub-No.  58,  of  (1)  Tires, 
from  OpeUka,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  CaUfornia,  Nevada,  Idaho, 
Utah,  Arizona,  Montana,  Wyoming,  Colo¬ 
rado,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Sou^ 
Dakota,  and  Louisiana;  (2)  Sponge  rub¬ 
ber  carpet  cushion,  from  Thomson,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Nevada,  Idaho,  Utah.  Mon¬ 
tana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  New  Mexico. 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma.  Texas,  5finnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana; 
and  (3)  Tread  rubber,  from  Conyers,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Washington,  Oregon,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Nevada,  Idaho,  Utah,  Arizona, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 


Nebraska.  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas. 
Minnesota.  Iowa,  Missoinl,  Aikansas  and 
Louisiana,  imder  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Unlroyal,  Inc.,  of  Mid¬ 
dlebury,  Conn.  By  the  Instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  delete  the  commodity 
descriptions  in  the  above  authorities,  and 
substitute  in  lieu  thereof:  in  Sub-No.  36, 
Foottoear;  in  Sub-No.  58,  Part  (1),  Tires, 
tubes,  flaps,  and  valves;  in  Sub-No.  58, 
Part  (2),  Footwear;  and  in  Sub-No.  58, 
Part  (3),  Tread  rubber,  adhesive  cement, 
tire  paint,  rubber  compound,  tire  curing 
bags,  plastic  film,  and  petroleum  naptha. 
Any  interest^  person  or  persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  participate  may  file  an  original  and 
six  copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  on  or  b^ore  July  25, 
1975. 

No.  MC  138054  (Sub-No.  2)  (Notice  of 
Filing  of  Petition  To  Modify  Permit), 
filed  June  6,  1975.  Petitioner;  CONDOR 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1354,  Garden  Grove,  Calif.  92642.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harold  S.  Baker 
(same  address  as  petitioner).  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  permit  in 
No.  MC  138054  (Sub-No.  2),  Issued 
April  23,  1975,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion.  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1)  Garbage 
disposal  units,  (2)  waste  compactor  units, 
and  (3)  parts  and  accessories  for  such 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  commodities 
which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  from 
Racine,  Wis.,  to  points  in  California, 
Washington,  and  Oregon,  and  to  Dallas. 
Tex.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  Orlando,  Fla.,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  Richmond.  Ind.,  B^ton, 
Mass.,  Camden,  N.J.,  Landover,  Md.,  and 
St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Emerson  FJectrlc  Co.,  solely  for  transpor¬ 
tation  to  be  performed  on  behalf  of  its 
In-Slnk-Erator  Division  of  Racine,  Wis. 
By  the  Instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  add  hot  water  dispensers  to  the  above 
commodity  description,  and  to  add  Day- 
ton,  Ohio  and  Indianapolis,  Ind.  as 
destination  points  in  the  above  territorial 
description.  Any  interested  person  or  per¬ 
sons  desiring  to  participate  may  file  an 
original  and  six  copies  of  his  written 
representations,  views  or  arguments  in 
support  of  or  a^nst  the  petition  on  or 
before  July  25,  1975. 

Applications  Under  Sections 
5  AND  210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  Special  Rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  Sections 
5(a)  and  210a (b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto.  (49  C.FJI.  1,240). 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

APPLICATIONS  for  CERTIFICATES  OR  PERMITS 

WTHICH  ARE  TO  BE  PROCESSED  CONCUR¬ 
RENTLY  WITH  APPLICATIONS  UNDER  SEC¬ 
TION  B  GOVERNED  BY  SPECIAL  RULE  240 

TO  THE  EXTENT  APPLICABLE. 

No.  MC  29079  (Sub-No.  83).  filed  May 
6,  1975.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
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FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  1210  South 
Union  Street,  Kokomo,  Ind.  46901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  K. 
Wheeler,  704  Southern  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unxisual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
(a)  between  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock, 
Marshall,  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  (b)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Mar¬ 
shall,  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Kokomo, 
Ind.,  and  points  within  50  miles  thereof; 
(c)  between  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock, 
Marshall,  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
rPoledo,  Ohio;  (d)  between  points  in 
Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall,  and  Ohio 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Louisville,  Ky.;  (e)  between 
points  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall,  and 
Ohio  Coimties,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Holland,  Grand 
Rapids,  and  Lansing,  Mich.,  and  those 
points  in  Michigan  located  in  a  territory 
described  as  follows:  beginning  at  Hol¬ 
land,  Mich.,  and  extending  along  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  21  to  Grand  Rapids,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  16  (also  known  as 
U.S.  Highway  96)  to  Lansing,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  the  Mlchlgan- 
Indlana  State  Boundary  line,  including 
points  on  said  line;  (f)  between  pK)ints 
In  Bnx^e,  Hancock,  Marshall,  and  Ohio 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Gary-Portage,  Ind;  (g) 
between  the  plant  site  and  warehouses 
of  North  American  Rockwell  Corpora¬ 
tion  near  Winchester,  Ky.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Brooke, 
Hancock,  Marshall,  and  Ohio  Counties, 
W.  Va. 

(h)  Between  the  Ford  Motor  Company 
Plant  Site  near  Louisville,  Ky.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall  and  Ohio 
Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose,  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  at 
at  iJOints  in  Belmont  County,  Ohio,  (i) 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  between  the 
Plant  Site  of  Hussmann  Roper  Refrig¬ 
erator  Company  at  Bridgeton,  Mo.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall  and  Ohio 
Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  at 
points  in  Belmont  County,  W.  Va.  (2) 
iron,  steel  and  iron  and  steel  products, 
dies,  and  die  parts,  die  checking  fixtures, 
die  models,  hand  jigs,  tools,  patterns  and 
templates  when  moving  in  connection 
with  dies,  (a)  from  points  in  Brooke, 
Hancock,  Marshall  and  Ohio  Coimties, 
W.  Va.  to  points  in  Indiana  (except 
Kokomo)  and  points  within  50  miles 
thereof;  (b)  from  points  in  Brooke, 
Hancock,  Marshall,  and  Ohio  Counties, 


W.  Va.,  to  points  In  Michigan  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Ludlngton, 
Mich,  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
10  to  Intersection  unnumbered  highway 
(formerly  portion  of  U.S.  Highway  10), 
at  or  near  Clare,  Mich.,  thence  along 
unnumbered  highway  to  intersection 
U.S.  Highway  10  near  Averill,  Mich., 
thence  along  Business  Route  UB.  High¬ 
way  10  to  Midland,  Mich.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  the  Saginaw  River, 
thence  along  the  Saginaw  River  to  Sagi¬ 
naw  Bay;  and  (c)  from  Detroit,  Mich, 
and  Kelsey  Hayes  Company,  Romulus, 
Mich,  and  Gibraltar,  Mich.,  (except  no 
dies,  die  parts,  etc.  authority  from  the 
origin  of  Gibraltar,  Mich.)  to  ix)ints  in 
Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall  and  Ohio 
Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway  at  points 
in  Belmont  County,  Ohio. 

(3)  Composition  building  slabs,  loose 
or  individually  packaged,  from  North 
Judson,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Brooke,  Han¬ 
cock,  Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W. 
Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  a  gateway  at  points  in  Belmont 
County,  Ohio.  (4)  prefabricated 
buildings,  complete,  knocked  down,  or 
in  sections,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall  and 
Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway  at 
points  in  Belmont  Coimty,  Ohio.  (5) 
iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the  plant 
sites  and  warehouses  of  the  Kankakee 
Electric  Steel  Company,  Swanson 
Manufacturing  (Company,  and  Jones 
&  McKnoght,  Inc.,  at  Kankakee,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Marshall  and 
Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway  at 
l>oints  in  Belmont  County,  Ohio.  (6) 
aluminum  articles,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Harvey  Aluminum  Company  near  Lewis- 
port,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock, 
Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  at  points  in  Belmont  County, 
Ohio.  (7)  general  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  from  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock, 
Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  to 
the  plant  site  of  Harvey  Aluminum  Com¬ 
pany  near  Lewisport,  Ky.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway  at 
points  in  Belmont  County,  Ohio. 

(8)  Copper  cable,  from  the  Anaconda 
Wire  &  Cable  Company  plant  site  near 
LaOrange,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Brooke,  Han¬ 
cock,  Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W. 
Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  a  gateway  at  points  in  Belmont 
County,  Ohio.  (9)  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  from  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock, 
Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  to 
the  Anaconda  Wire  &  Cable  Company 
plant  site  near  LaGrange,  Ky.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gate¬ 
way  at  points  in  Belmont  County,  Ohio. 
(10)  structural  steel  tubing,  from  Sebe- 


walng,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Brooke,  Han¬ 
cock,  Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W. 
Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  a  gateway  at  points  in  Belmont 
County,  Ohio.  (11)  iron  and  Steel  arti¬ 
cles,  from  the  plant  site  of  Jones  & 
Laughlin  Steel  Company  in  Putnam 
County,  m.,  to  points  in  Brooke,  Han¬ 
cock,  Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
a  gateway  at  points  in  Belmont  County, 
Ohio.  (12)  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies,  from  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock, 
Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  plant 
site  of  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Company 
in  Putnam  County,  Ill.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway  at 
points  in  Belmont  County,  Ohio. 

(13)  Copper  and  brass  products,  from 
Eminence,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Brooke,  Han¬ 
cock,  Marshall  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
a  gateway  at  points  in  Belmont  County. 
Ohio.  (14)  telephone  directories  and  tele¬ 
phone  directory  pages,  from  the  plant 
site  of  R.  R.  Donnelley  &  Sons  near 
Dwight.  HI.,  to  points  in  Brooke,  Han¬ 
cock,  Marshall  and  Ohio  Coimties,  W. 
Va.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eUm- 
inate  a  gateway  at  points  in  Belmont 
County,  Ohio.  (15)  iron  and  steel  articles. 
from  the  plant  site  of  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation  at  Lackawanna,  N.T.,  to 
points  in  Brooke.  Hancock,  Marshall  and 
Ohio  Counties.  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  gateways  at 
points  in  Belmont  County,  Ohio  and 
Columbiana,  Ohio.  (16)  aluminum  and 
steel  articles,  between  the  facilities  of 
Roll  Coater  Company,  at  or  near  Kings¬ 
bury,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Mar¬ 
shall  Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway  at 
points  in  Belmont  County,  Ohio. 

Non:. — This  application  Is  directly  related 
to  a  section  5  proceeding  In  MC-FiaslS  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federai.  Reoistss  issue  of  May 
21,  1975.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Kokomo,  Ind. 

No.  MC  31533  (Sub-No.  13)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  December  10,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1975,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  SOUTH 
BEND  FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  1200 
South  Olive  Street,  P.O.  Box  545,  South 
Bend,  Ind.  46624.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Philip  A.  Lee,  120  West  Madison 
Street,  Suite  618,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  articles  of 
unusual  value,  and  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment),  between  Morris,  Crystal 
Lake.  McHenry,  Lakemoor,  Romeoville, 
Frankfort  and  Yorkvllle,  HI.,  and  points 
in  Lake,  DuPage,  Cook  and  Kane  Coun¬ 
ties,  HI.,  in  nonradial  movements.. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  clarify  the  requested  territorial  descrip¬ 
tion.  This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a 
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Section  6(2)  proceeding  In  MC-P-12388 
noticed  in  the  Federal  Registtr  issue  of  De¬ 
cember  2<S,  1974.  Applicant  requests  that  tbe 
bearing  be  held  at  Chicago,  Xli. 

No.  MC  33641  (Sub-No.  119),  filed 
AprU  8,  1975.  Applicant:  IML  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  2175  South  3270  West,  P.O,  Box 
2277,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Carl  Steiner,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603. 
Authority  sought  to  op>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
and  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 
Regular  routes :  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  class  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  Between  Boise  and  Plummer, 
Idaho,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 

( 1 )  Prom  Boise  over  Idaho  Highway  55  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  95  near  New 
Meadows,  Idaho,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  95  to  Plummer,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  Prom  Boise  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  (Interstate  Highway  80N) 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  95  near  Pruit- 
land,  Idaho,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
95  to  Plummer,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  and  (3)  Prom  Boise  over  Idaho 
Highway  55  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  95 
near  New  Meadows,  Idaho,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  12  to 
junction  Idaho  Highway  3  near  Arrow, 
Idaho,  thence  over  Idaho  Highway  3  to 
junction  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  95, 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  95 
to  junctiOTi  Idaho  Highway  5  near  Saint 
Maries,  Idaho,  thence  over  Idaho  High¬ 
way  5  to  Pliunmer,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (B)  irregular  routes:  (1) 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
imusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  go(^  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  c(Hnmodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) . 

(1)  Between  points  in  Idaho  south  of 
the  southern  boimdary  of  Idaho  County, 
Idaho;  (2)  between  points  in  Idaho  south 
of  the  southern  boundary  of  Idaho 
County,  Idaho,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Jacfcon  Hole,  Wyo.,  West  Yel¬ 
lowstone,  Mont.,  McDermitt,  Nev.,  and 
points  in  Idaho;  and  (3)  commodities 
which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  between 
points  in  Idaho.  Note:  (1)  Applicant 
states  it  does  not  seek  duplicating  au¬ 
thority.  (2)  Applicant  seeks  to  tack  the 
general  commodities  irregular  route  au¬ 
thority  sought  herein:  (a)  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  regular  route  authority  in  MC  33641 
(Sub-Nos.  24,  35  and  47)  at  Twin  Falls, 
Pocat^o  and  Boise,  Idaho  to  provide  an 
irreg\dar-route  service  to  points  in  Idaho 
in  connection  with  its  presently  author¬ 
ized  regular-route  service;  (b)  with  the 
regular-route  authority  requested  in  (A) 
above  at  Pliunmer,  Idaho  to  provide  an 
Irregular -route  service  between  points  in 
Idaho;  and  (c)  with  the  Irregular  route 
authority  of  Delbert  H.  Stevens  and  Fer¬ 
dinand  A.  Klein,  doing  business  as 
Spokane'-St.  Maries  Auto  Freight,  in  MC 
1893  which  applicant  seeks  to  acquire  in 
MOF-12484,  at  St.  Maries,  Idaho,  to 
provide  service  between  Spokane,  Wash., 


on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Idaho  south  of  the  southern 
boundary  of  Idaho  County,  Idaho.  (3) 
Applicant  does  not  seek  gateway  elimina¬ 
tion.  Common  control 'may  be  Involved. 
This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a  Sec¬ 
tion  5(2)  proceeding  in  MC-F-12484  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  April  15, 
1975.  Applicant’s  regular-route  authority 
in  MC  33641  (Sub-Nos.  24,  35  and  47)  are 
filed  in  the  public  docket  and  may  be 
viewed  at  the  office  of  the  Secretary,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Salt  L^e  City,  Utah,  Boise,  Idaho  and 
Spokane,  Wash. 

No.  MC  108067  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
May  8,  1975.  Applicant:  AL  ZEPPIRO 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
296,  Murraysville,  Pa.  15668.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Bldg..  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Commod¬ 
ities.  the  transportation  of  which  because 
of  their  size  or  weight,  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery.  parts  and  related  contractors’ 
machinery  and  supplies  when  their 
transportation  is  Incidental  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  by  carrier  of  commodities 
which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  u«e  of  special  equipment  (except  air¬ 
crafts,  and  missiles  and  parts  thereof), 
between  points  in  Pennsylvania  in  and 
west  of  Potter,  Clinton.  Union,  Snyder, 
Juniata,  Perry,  Cumberland,  and  Adams 
Counties;  points  in  Ohio  in  and  east  of 
Erie,  Huron.  Ashland,  Marion,  Delaware, 
Franklin,  Fairfield,  Hocking,  Vinton, 
and  Geauga  Counties;  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  in  and  west  of  Carroll,  Frederick 
and  Montgomery  Coimties,  and  points  In 
West  Virginia  in  and  north  of  Pocahon¬ 
tas,  Greenbrier,  Nicholas.  Kanawha,  Put¬ 
nam,  and  Mason  Counties,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  cm  the  other,  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  West  Virginia,  Illinois,  New  York, 
and  points  in  Adams,  Allen,  Ashland, 
Athens,  Auglaize,  Brown,  Butler.  Cham¬ 
paign.  Clark,  Clermont,  Clinton,  Coshoc¬ 
ton,  CJrawford,  Delaware.  Drake,  Fair- 
field,  Fayette,  Franklin,  Gallia,  Greene, 
Guernsey,  Hamilton,  Hancock.  Hardin, 
Highland.  Hocking,  Holmes,  Huron, 
Jackson,  Knox,  Licking,  Logan,  Madison, 
Marlon,  Meigs,  Mercer,  Miami,  Morrow, 
Montgomery,  Morgan,  Muskingum. 
Noble,  Perry,  Pickaway,  Pike,  Preble, 
Putnam,  Richland,  Ross.  Scioto,  Seneca, 
Shelby,  Tuscarawas,  Union,  Vinton,  War¬ 
ren.  Washington,  Wayne  and  Wyandot 
Counties,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  gateways  at  points  in 
Wayne,  Guernsey,  and  Athens  Counties, 
Ohio, 

Note. — ^Thls  application  Is  a  gateway  elimi¬ 
nation  request  and  Is  directly  related  to  a 
Section  5(2)  proceeding  In  MC-F-12519  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
May  21,  1976.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  The  territorial  description  contained 
herein  has  been  modified  by  applicant  upon 
request  by  the  Commission  In  order  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  standards  set  forth  In  Glennon 


Transports,  Inc.,  ExtensUm-Ifeto  York,  K.T. 
78  M.C.C.  167  (1968).  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  .Jt  be  held  at 
PhUadelphla.  Pa. 

No.  MC  124111  (Sub-No.  51),  filed  May 
13,  1975.  Applicant:  OHIO  EASTERN 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2297,  300  West 
Perkins  Avenue,  Sandusky,  Ohio  44870. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  P.  Mc¬ 
Mahon,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ba¬ 
nanas.  from  New  York,  N.Y.  and  Port 
Newark,  N.J.,  to  Louisville,  Ky.;  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  and  points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan. 
Wisconsin  and  West  Virginia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  Baltimore, 
Md. 

Note. — This  application  Is  a  gateway  elimi¬ 
nation  request  and  is  directly  related  to  a 
section  6(2)  proceeding  In  No.  MC-F-12626 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
May  30,  1976.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  128155  (Sub-No.  3) .  filed  AprU 
17,  1975.  Applicant:  R.C.  VAN  ONES, 
me..  1044  Northside  Drive  NW.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30318.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  J.  GaUagher,  1776  Broadway, 
New  York.  N.Y.  10019.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vrfilcle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods  as  defined  by  Com¬ 
mission,  (1)  between  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina  and  Tennessee  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas.  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  West  Virginia, 
Wyoming,  Iowa,  Colorado,  Nebraska,  and 
Miimesota.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  a  gateway  at  points  in  that 
part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  36,  points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Uli- 
nols-Indiana  State  Boundary  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  36  to  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  Indlana-Ohlo  State 
Boundary  line,  points  in  that  part  of 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Muskegon,  Mich,  and  extending 
eastwardly  along  Interstate  Highway  96 
to  Grand  Rapids.  Mich.,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  96  to  Detroit.  Mich.; 
and  points  in  Wisconsin  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  16;  Litchfield.  Nebr.  and 
points  within  25  mUes  thereof,  Cozad, 
Nebr.  and  points  within  25  mUes  thereof, 
and  points  in  Iowa. 

(2)  Between  points  in  Delaware,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maryland.  Michigan.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Virgirila,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  36,  points  in 
that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  north  of  a 
unA  h<»gi»Tii"g  at  the  Ulinols-Indlana 
State  Boundary  line  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  36  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.. 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  40  to  the  In- 
dlana-CHilo  State  Boundary  line,  points 
in  that  part  of  Michigan  on  and  south  of 
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a  line  beginning  at  Muskegon,  Mich,  and 
extending  eastwardly  along  Interstate 
Highway  96  to  Grand  Rapids,  Mich., 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  96  to 
Detroit,  Mich.;  points  in  Wisconsin  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  16.  Iowa,  Ne¬ 
braska,  South  Dakota,  Wyoming.  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Harper, 
Alfalfa.  Garfield,  Major,  Woods,  and 
Woodward  Counties,  Okla.  The  purpose 
of  tills  filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway 
at  Cozad,  Nebr.  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  and  points  in  Iowa,  and 
North  Carolina. 

Note. — ^Thls  application  Is  a  gateway  elimi¬ 
nation  request  and  Is  directly  related  to  a 
section  6(2)  proceeding  In  No.  MC-F-12303 
published  In  the  Fedeeal  Regzstes  Issue  of 
February  3,  1975. 

HEARING:  July  28. 1975  for  one  week 
in  Room  2330,  2nd  Floor  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  1961  Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colo,  at 
9:30  A.M.  Local  Time. 

No.  MC  120879  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
AprU  18,  1975.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
MOVERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  392,  East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.  62202.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) :  (1)  between  points 
in  Illinois  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  St.  Louis.  Mo.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  a  gateway  at  East 
St.  Louis,  Ill.  (2)  between  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Kentucky  on  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  286,  not  including  Wickliffe,  Ky.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  a 
gateway  at  points  in  Illinois  located 
within  one  mile  of  Paducah,  Ky.  (3)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Illinois  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Paducah,  Ky.,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  and  those  points  in  that  part 
of  Tennessee  located  on  U.S.  Highway  51. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
gateways  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  in 
Ballard  CJounty,  Ky.  (4)  between  points 
in  Illinois  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  La  Center,  Ky..  and  point,  in  that 
part  of  Kentucky  within  35  miles  of  La 
Center  (except  those  on  or  within  one 
mile  of  U.S.  Highways  45,  51,  or  60) .  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  gate¬ 
ways  at  points  in  Illinois  within  25  miles 
of  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  or  points  in  Illinois 
within  5  miles  of  Cairo,  Ill.  (5)  between 
points  in  Illinois  on  the  one  hand.  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Ballard  County. 
Ky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  a  gateway  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Note. — This  application  Is  a  gateway  elimi¬ 
nation  requevt  and  la  directly  related  to  a 
transfer  proceeding  In  MC-FC-75731.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC-P-12507  (Correction) , 
(CRETE  CARRIER  CORP. — ^Purchase — 
HILL  TRUCXINa  CX>MPANY),  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  May  7,  1975,  Issue  of  the 


Federal  Register  on  page  19899.  Prior 
notice  should  be  modified  to  read: 
"peppers  and  pimientos.  In  cans  or  bar¬ 
rels,  from  the  plant  site  of  Moody  Dun¬ 
bar.  Inc.,  near  Limestone,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  the  United  States 
on  and  east .  .  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier  in  lieu  of 
common  carrier;  and  where  it  states 
from  Port  Wayne,  Ind.,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
should  read  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC-P-12513.  (Correction), 
(LEONARD  BROTHERS  TRANSPORT 
(X>MPANY,  INC.— Purchase— AMERI¬ 
CAN  FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.),  published 
In  the  May  14,  1975,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  20999.  Prior  notice 
should  be  modified  to  read;  under  the 
general  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
over  regular  routes,  between  Ludlow,  Mo., 
and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  serving  various 
intermediate  and  off-route  points,  re¬ 
stricted  to  livestock  only,  between  King¬ 
ston,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  serv¬ 
ing  various  intermediate  and  off-route 
points,  restricted  to  livestock  only,  be¬ 
tween  Polo,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  Cfity,  Kans., 
serving  various  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points,  restricted  to  livestock  only; 
brick  and  machinery,  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Parsons  and  Weir,  Kans., 
to  Schell  City,  Mo.;  threshing  machines, 
from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  Schell  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC-F-12521.  (Correction) , 
(RYDER  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.— Pur¬ 
chase  (portion)— TRANSAMERICAN 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.),  published  in 
the  May  29,  1975,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  23402.  Prior  notice 
should  be  modified  to  read:  General 
commodities,  with  certain  specified  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  regrular  routes  in  Arkansas, 
Kansfis,  Missouri,  Oklahoma  and  Texas, 
generally  between  St.  Louis,  and  Kansas 
C:ity,  Mo. ;  and  between  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  and  Dallas,  Tex., 
serving  various  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points;  and  over  two  alternate 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only; 
and  numerous  specified  commodities 
over  Irregular  routes  from,  to  and  be¬ 
tween  specified  points  In  the  States  of 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Texas,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  as  more  specifically  described 
in  Docket  No.  MC-10761  and  Sub-num¬ 
bers  thereunder.  This  notice  does  not 
purport  to  be  a  complete  description  of 
all  of  the  operating  rights  of  the  carrier 
Involved.  The  foregoing  siunmary  is  be¬ 
lieved  to  be  sufficient  for  purposes  of 
public  notice  regarding  the  nature  and 
extent  of  this  carrier’s  operating  rights, 
without  stating,  in  full,  the  entirety 
thereof.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  all  of  the  States 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii).  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  imder  section  210a 
(b). 


No.  MC-F-12551.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  HENNES  ERECTING  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  328  S.  17th  St.,  Milwaukee, 
W1  53233,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  of  JOHN  HENNES 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  also  of  MUwau- 
kee,  WI  53233,  and  for  acquisition  by 
MEDARD  SCHMITZ,  17853  W.  Nassau 
Dr.,  Brookfield,  WI  53005,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  John  L.  Bruemmer, 
121  W.  Doty  St.,  Madison.  WI  53703.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
Heavy  machinery,  contractors’  equip¬ 
ment,  and  building  equipment,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  irregular  routes,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Wisconsin  Isrlng  north  of 
the  following  counties:  Vernon,  Sauk, 
Columbia,  Dodge,  Washington  and  She¬ 
boygan,  and  (2)  between  points  in  the 
area  described  in  (1)  above,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  points  in  Blinois,  on  the  other 
hand.  Vendee  holds  no  authority  from 
this  Commission.  However,  it  is  affiliated 
with  (1)  Hennes  Trucking  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
513,  Wilwaukee,  WI  53233,  and  (2)  Lang 
Cartage  Corp.,  338  South  17th  St.,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  WI  53233.  which  are  authorized 
to  operate  as  contract  carriers.  (1)  in 
Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Pennsylvania,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  South  Dakota,  and  (2)  in  Wis¬ 
consin.  Minnesota,  Illinois,  and  Iowa. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F-12552.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  D  &  L  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
3800  S.  Laramie  Ave.,  Cicero,  IL  60650,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  SUBURBAN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  140  S.  8th  Ave.,  Maywood. 
IL  60153,  and  for  acquisition  by  DJj.T. 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  also  of  Cicero.  IL 
60650,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Ar¬ 
nold  L.  Burke,  127  N.  Dearborn  St.,  Chi¬ 
cago.  IL  60602.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  Under  a  certificate  of 
registration,  in  Docket  No.  MC:-121446 
(Sub-No.  1),  covering  the  transportation 
of  general  commodities,  as  a  common 
carrier,  in  interstate  commerce,  within 
the  State  of  Illinois.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  all  of 
the  States  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  2  lOa(b). 

No.  MC-F-12553.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  by  BROWN  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  125  Milton  Ave.,  S.E.,  AUanta. 
GA  30315,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  HARPER  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  460,  Elberton,  GA  30635, 
and  for  acquisition  by  CTjAUDE  P. 
BROWN  also  of  Atlanta,  GA  30315,  of 
control  of  such  rights  and  property 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney  and  representative:  Harry  C.  Ames, 
Jr.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001,  and  B.  K.  McClain.  P.O.  Box 
6985,  Atlanta,  GA  30315.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  merged:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  with  certain  specified  exceptions  and 
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numerous  other  specified  commodities,  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  and 
regular  routes,  frcrni,  to,  and  between 
specified  points  in  the  States  of  Georgia, 
Msurland,  South  Carolina,  Illinois,  Ohio, 
Missoiiri,  Delaware,  Indiana,  Kentvicky, 
Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Iowa,  Wisconsin,  North  Carolina, 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Florida,  Massachusetts,  Maine,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  with  certain  re¬ 
strictions,  serving  various  intermediate 
and  off -route  points  over  two  alternate 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only,  as 
more  specifically  described  In  Docket  No. 
MC-504  and  Sub-niunbers  thereunder. 
This  notice  does  not  purport  to  be  a  com¬ 
plete  description  of  all  of  the  operating 
rights  of  the  carrier  involved.  The  fore¬ 
going  summary  is  believed  to  be  sufficient 
for  purposes  of  public  notice  regarding 
the  natiu*e  and  extent  of  this  carrier’s 
operating;  rights,  without  stating,  in  full, 
the  entirety,  thereof.  BROWN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Colorado,  Montana, 
Kentucky,  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
Utah,  Alabama,  Florida,  Texas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missoxui,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Wisccmsin,  Michigan,  Arizcoia,  California, 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  Maryland,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Kansas,  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Api^cation  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Non. — ^Pursuant  to  Dando  dated  Octo- 
bw  23,  1974,  and  served  November  4,  1974  In 
Docket  No.  MC-F-11613,  transferee  acqtilred 
control  of  transferor. 

No.  MC-F-12554.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  RUAN  TRANSPORT  COR¬ 
PORATION,  Keosauqua  Way  at  Third, 
Des  Moines,  lA  50309,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  l^HWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  611  S.  28th  St.,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  WI  53215,  and  for  acquisition  by 
JOHN  RUAN,  also  of  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
Henry  L.  Fabritz,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50304,  and  James  R.  Ziperski, 
611  S.  28th  St.,  Milwaukee,  WI  53215. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  lime,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
Irregular  routes,  from  Sequiota,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  Oklahoma.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
all  of  the  States  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) .  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MOF-12555.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ROADWAY  BXPRESS, 
INC.,  1077  George  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  471, 
Akron,  OH  44309,  of  the  operating  rights 
of  KNOXVILLE-MARYVILLE  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4006 — 2336 
Texas  Ave.,  N.E.,  KnoxviUe,  TN  37921, 
and  for  acquisition  by  GALEN  J. 


ROUSH,  also  of  Akron,  OH  44309,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorneys :  William  O. 
Turney,  2001  Massachusetts  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20036,  and  Blaine  Bu¬ 
chanan,  1024  James  Bldg.,  Chattanooga, 
TN  37402.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Under  certificates  of  regis¬ 
tration  in  E>ocket  Nos.  MC3-97904  (Sub- 
No.  1) ,  MC-97904  (Sub-No.  2) ,  MC-97904 
(Sub-No.  4),  MC-97904  (Sub-No.  5), 
MC-97904  (Sub-No.  6) ,  MC-97904  (Sub- 
No.  7) ,  MC-97904  (Sub-No.  8) ,  MC-97904 
(Sub-No.  10),  and  MC-97904  (Sub-No. 
14) ,  covering  the  transportation  of  gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  and  property,  as  com¬ 
mon  carriers,  in  Interstate  commerce, 
within  the  State  of  Tennessee.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  opierate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut, 
Georgia,  Delaware,  District  of  Coliunbia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee, 
South  Carolina,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia  and  Wisconsin.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  imder 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12556.  Authority  sought  for 
piu-chase  by  OVERLAND  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  2667,  New  Brighton,  MN 
55112,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  BAY  AND  BAY  ’TRANSFER 
CO.,  INC.,  334  N.  First  St.,  Minneapolis, 
MN  55401,  and  for  acquisition  by  WIL¬ 
LIAM  F.  HAGERMAN,  P.O.  Box  2667, 
New  Brighton,  MN  55112,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorney:  CSiarles  W.  Singer, 
2440  E.  Commercial  Blvd.,  Fort  Lauder¬ 
dale,  FL  33308.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  General  commodities, 
excepting  among  others,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  g<x>ds,  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregiUar  routes,  between  points  in 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  Minn  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  ’Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC  107993  (Sub-No.  29)  (supple¬ 
mental),  this  proceeding  is  entitled 
Willis  Trucking  Company — Extension 
and  directly  related  to  No.  MC-P-11913, 
J.  J.  WiUis  Trucking  Company — Pur¬ 
chase — Chesley  Transportation  Co.,  Inc. 
Corrected  notice  in  No.  MC  107993  (Sub- 
No.  29)  was  previously  published  on 
November  21,  1973,  ’This  supplemental 
notice  clearly  reflects  certain  authority 
requested  to  be  granted,  according  to  the 
report  and  order  of  Division  3,  acting  as 
an  Appellate  Division,  served  June  12, 
1975.  ’The  commodity  authority  (and 


Involved  territorial  authority)  are  as 
follows:  Commodities,  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment  by  reason  of  their  size  or 
weight,  and  related  machiitery.  parts, 
and  contractors’  equipment  and  supplies 
when  their  transportation  is  Incidental 
to  the  transportation  of  commodities 
which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  self- 
propelled  articles  each,  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  restricted  to  commodi¬ 
ties  which  are  transported  on  trailers. 
Serving  all  points  as  a  regular  route 
carrier  along  the  following  named  high¬ 
ways,  and  all  other  points  in  California 
as  off -route  points,  said  authority  in¬ 
cluding  the  right  to  serve  Blythe  and 
Winterhaven,  Calif.,  and  their  respective 
commercial  zones.  Including  the  Arizona 
portions  thereof.  (1)  U.S.  101  and  U.S. 
101  by-pass  between  Oregon-Califomia 
State  fine  and  Calif omla-Mexico  line; 
(2)  U.S.  99,  99-E  and  99-W  between 
Oregon-Californla  State  line  and  the 
Mexico  border;  (3)  U.S.  299  between 
Redding  and  Alturas,  California;  (4) 
U.S.  395  between  the  Oregon-Californla 
State  line  and  Califomia-Nevada  State 
line,  via  Alturas  and  Johnstonvllle; 

(5)  State  Highway  36  between  junc¬ 
tion  99-E  near  Red  Bluff,  California, 
and  junction  U.S.  395  at  Johnstonvllle; 

(6)  State  Highway  20  between  Marys¬ 
ville,  California  and  jimctlon  U.S.  40; 

(7)  U.S.  40  between  San  Francisco  and 
Califomia-Nevada  line;  (8)  U.S.  50  be¬ 
tween  Sacramento,  CTalifomia,  and  Cali¬ 
fomia-Nevada  State  line;  (9)  U.S.  395 
between  Califomia-Nevada  State  line  at 
Topaz  Lake  and  junction  U.S.  66;  (10) 
U.S.  65  between  Los  Angeles  and  Needles, 
California;  (11)  U.S.  60  between  Los 
Angeles,  California  and  Callfomia- 
Arizona  State  line;  (12)  U.S.  91  and  466 
between  Barstow  and  Nevada-Califomla 
State  line;  (13)  U.S.  80  between  San 
Diego  and  California- Arizona  State  line; 
(14)  State  Highway  127  between  Baker 
and  Nevada-Callfomia  State  line.  ’Ihe 
aforesaid  report  has  already  granted  au¬ 
thority,  in  this  proceeding,  to  serve  the 
above-noted  territory,  insofar  as  the  fol¬ 
lowing  commodities  are  concerned:  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
discovery,  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products. 

Machinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  ccmnectlon  with, 
the  construction,  operation,  repair,  serv¬ 
icing,  maintenance  and  dismantling  of 
pipelines,  including  the  stringing  and 
picking  up  thereof.  Materials,  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the 
constmction  of  roads,  dams,  bridges, 
power  plants,  and  compressor  plants.  No¬ 
tice  of  filing  of  an  Application  Finance 
Docket  No.  27921  by  ’Thomas  F.  Patton 
and  Ralph  S.  ’Tyler,  Jr.,  ’Trustees  of  the 
property  of  Erie  Lackawanna  Railway 
Company,  Debtor,  under  Section  5(2)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as 
amended,  for  an  order  or  orders  approv¬ 
ing  and  authorizing  the  extension  of 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  123— WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  25,  1975 


NOTICES 


26777-26799 


trackage  rights  over  the  line  of  The  Bal¬ 
timore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  be¬ 
tween  Carrollton.  New  York  and  Mt. 
Jewett,  Pa.,  at  J&B  Jet.  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  May  21,  1975,  the  above 
Application  was  hied  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  With  respect  to 
this  notice,  the  following  information  is 
supplied;  1.  Name  and  address  of  appli¬ 
cants:  Thomas  F.  Patton  and  Ralph  S. 
Tyler,  Jr.,  Trustees  of  the  Property  of 
Erie  Lackawanna  Railway  Company, 
Debtor,  Midland  Building,  101  Prospect 
Avenue  NW.,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44115. 
Name  and  address  of  counsel  for  appli¬ 
cants:  Richard  Jackson,  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent — Law,  Erie  Lackawanna  Railway 
Company,  Midland  Building,  101  Pros¬ 
pect  Avenue  NW.,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44115. 

2.  The  proposed  transaction  covers  the 
extension  of  trackage  rights  over  the  line 
of  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company  between  Carrollton,  New  York 
and  Mt.  Jewett,  Pennsylvania  at  J&B 
Jet.,  a  distance  of  approximately  4.96 
miles  of  lines  of  railroad.  The  Baltimore 
and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  (B&O)  is 
a  carrier  subject  to  Part  I  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act.  3.  The  transaction 
Is  a  contract  pursuant  to  which  applicant 
would  obtain  trackage  rights  over  the 
line  of  B&O  between  Limestone,  New 
York  and  Carrollton,  New  York,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  approximately  4.96  miles.  This 
Involves  an  extension  of  a  trackage  right 
presently  existing  between  B&O  and  Erie 
Railroad  Company,  predecessor  of  the 
EL,  which  involved  trackage  located  be¬ 
tween  Limestone,  New  York  and  J&B 
Jet.,  Pa.,  a  distance  of  about  28.8  miles, 
under  the  terms  of  an  agreement  between 
B&O  and  the  Erie  dated  June  20,  1957. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  applicant,  the 
relief  sought  is  not  a  major  federal  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment.  In  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  regulations  (49 
CPR  1100.250)  in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub- 
No.  4),  Implementation-National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act,  1969,  340  I.C.C. 
431  (1972),  any  protests  may  include  a 
statement  indicating  the  presence  or  ab¬ 
sence  pf  any  effect  of  the  requested  Com¬ 
mission  action  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  If  any  such  effect 
is  alleged  to  be  present,  the  statement 
shall  include  Information  relating  to  the 
relevant  factors  set  forth  in  Ex  Parte 
No.  55  (Sub-No.  4),  supra.  Part  (b)  (1)- 
(5) ,  340  I.C.C.  431,  461f  The  proceedingrs 
will  be  handled  without  public  hearings 
unless  protests  are  received  which  con¬ 
tain  Information  Indicating  a  need  for 
such  hearings.  Any  protest  submitted 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 


merce  Commission  on  or  before  Jtily  25, 
1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.75-16569  Filed  6-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Notice  14] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  25,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR 
Part  1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resulting  from  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication.  As  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  special  rules  of  practice  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  file  a  petition  seek¬ 
ing  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before  July 
15, 1975.  Pursuant  to  section  17(8)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  order  in  that  proceeding 
pending  its  disposition.  The  matters  re¬ 
lied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  specified 
in  their  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75722.  By  order  of  June  11. 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Mullins,  Inc.,  Port  Pierce, 
Fla.,  of  the  Certificate  of  Registration  in 
No.  MC  121680  issued  May  8,  1972,  to 
Freshwater-Smith  Machine  Company,  a 
corporation.  Fort  Pierce,  Fla.,  evidencing 
a  right  of  the  holder  to  engage  in  inter¬ 
state  motor  carrier  operations  corre¬ 
sponding  in  scope  to  the  grant  of  au¬ 
thority  in  certificate  No.  702  issued  by 
the  Florida  Public  Service  Commission. 
Marc  A.  Clanca,  P.O.  Box  2552,  Stuart, 
Fla.  33494,  Attorney  for  applicants. 

No,  MC-PC-75875.  By  order  of  June  12, 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Richard  B.  Bnmzlick, 
Inc.,  Augusta,  Wis.,  of  Permits  Nos.  MC 
125140,  MC  125140  Sub  2,  MC  125140  Sub 
5.  MC  125140  Sub  7,  MC  125140  Sub  9, 
MC  125140  Sub  11,  MC  125140  Sub  13, 
and  MC  125140  Sub  18,  Issued  by  the 
Commission  November  6,  1963,  February 
5,  1971,  February  5,  1971,  February  5, 
1971,  May  28.  1970,  AprU  7,  1971,  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1971,  and  June  10,  19'74,  re¬ 
spectively,  to  Richard  B.  Brunzllck,  Au¬ 
gusta,  Wis.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  dairy  products,  fruit  juices,  and 
similar  commodities,  from,  to,  or  between 
points  in  the  States  of  Wisconsin,  Min¬ 


nesota,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Indiana,  and  Mis- 
soiui,  among  others.  Mr.  P.  H.  Kroeger, 
Authorized  Representative,  Associated 
Motor  Carriers  Tariff  Bureau,  Inc.,  1745 
University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104. 

No.  MC-FC-75882.  By  order  of  June  13, 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Gordon  L.  Petersen,  doing 
business  as  Clovis  Moving  and  Storage, 
Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  of  the  operating  rights 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  128649  (Sub-No. 
1)  issued  October  15,  1969,  to  Jack 
Chambless,  doing  business  as  Clovis 
Moving  &  Storage,  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of  used 
household  goods,  between  Clovis,  N.  Mex,, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Curry  County,  N.  Mex.  Edwin  B. 
Tatum,  Four  Pile  Place,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Clovis,  N.  Mex.  88101,  Attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-75879.  By  order  of  June  16, 
1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Hughes  Refrigerated  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  Cornwells  Heights,  Pa.,  of 
Certificates  Nos.  MC  105782  Sub  3,  MC 
105782  Sub  4,  and  MC  105782  Sub  7,  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Commission  October  23, 
1968,  October  23,  1968,  and  March  25, 
1974,  respectively,  to  W.  W.  Hughes, 
Mary  L.  Hughes,  Administratrix,  doing 
business  as  Hughes  Refrigerated  Express, 
Cornwells  Heights,  Pa.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  frozen  foods,  frozen 
fruits,  berries,  vegetables,  and  similar 
commodities  from,  to,  or  between  points 
in  the  States  of  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut,  Del¬ 
aware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Virginia,  Tennessee,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  among  others,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Alfred  Francis  Shea,  Esquire, 
2043  Bristol  Pike,  Cornwells  Heights,  Pa. 
19020. 

No.  MC-FC-75907.  By  order  entered 
June  12,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Dick  Simon 
Trucking.  Inc.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  of 
the  operating  rights  set  forth  in  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  135221,  issued  April  19, 
1972,  to  Western  Provisions,  Inc.,  Ver¬ 
non,  Calif.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  bananas,  and  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  under  section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  Act, 
when  transported  in  mixed  loads  with 
bananas,  from  specified  areas  in  Arizona, 
California,  and  Nevada,  to  ports  of  entry 
on  the  United  States-Canada  Boundary 
line  in  Idaho,  Montana,  and  North  Dako¬ 
ta,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Washington 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  97.  Miss  Irene 
Warr,  430  Judge  Building,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84111,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-16570  Piled  6-24-75;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  123 — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  25,  1975 


